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Mr. Terry Tanner

U.S. EPA ’
100 Alabama Street, SW
Atlanta, GA 30303-3104

RE: SCE&G - CPA Site
South Carolina Aquarium Parking Garage Construction
Foundation Pile Placement, Wick Drain Installation, & Pile Driving

Dear Mr. Tanner:

Fluor Daniel GTI, Inc. (Fluor Daniel GTI) on behalf of The Keenan Company, would like to request
approval to proceed with the Test Pile Program, Wick Drain Installation, and Pile Driving associated
with the construction of the parking garage at the Site. These planned activities will commence after
the impacted soil has been removed from the site and prior to placement of the surcharge material.
The Test Pile Program will involve the placement of approximately 6 to 8 production precast
concrete piles with a length of 100 to 110 feet at various locations under the footprint of the garage
structure. The Wick Drain Installation will be done simultaneously with the Test Pile Program. The
surcharge material will be placed following completion of Test Pile Program and Wick Drain
installation. Each of these issues is discussed below.

Also, your three concerns relative to the parking garage construction activities (i.e., excavated
material handling, containment measures, and schedule of field activities, presented in a letter to
Walter Irwin, dated October 28, 1997) were addressed in the Removal Action for Soil Work Plan,
March 28, 1998. The Health and Safety Plan Amendment was also included in that submittal.

Test Pile Program
The test piles will involve the placement of approximately 6 to 8 production precast concrete piles

with a length of approximately 100 to 110 feet at various locations under the footprint of the
structure. The process will involve pre-augering the pile location to a depth of 35 feet (the basis for
selection of a depth of 35 feet is described below). The pre-augered hole width will be slightly
smaller than the smallest pile dimension. This will be done in an effort to start the pile in the proper
location and provide the maximum friction around the upper portion of the pile. The piles will be
hammer-driven to a depth that is considered sufficient for testing. The piles will be tested during
restrikes at two intervals. The first test will occur two to three days after placement and again five to
seven days after placement. The piles will be tested by The Pile Driver Testing Analyzer (PDA)
which is an instrument that accurately predicts the capacity of a pile from its resistance to driving.
The PDA electronically measures (with strain gauges and accelerometers attached to the pile) the
predominant unknowns associated with normal driving formulas. From this test, the exact length of
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piles to be used for the parking garage can be determined. See Attachment A for additional
information. This activity should take between 1 and 2 weeks.

z

Wick Drain Installation
This activity will be performed simultaneously with the test pile program. The wick installation
involves the placement of a two-part prefabricated geocomposite drain consisting of a formed
polypropylene core covered with a non-woven polypropylene filter fabric. The fabric allows water to
pass into the drain core while restricting the movement of soil particles that might clog the pore.
These drains will be placed in a three-foot spaced diamond pattern under the entire footprint of the
garage to a depth of 35 feet. The method of placement will be insertion by a hydraulic crowd with
~—>> the assistance of vibration. The drains, in conjunction with the surcharge will allow acceleration of
the typically long settlement time of the upper clay layer. Attachment B provides more information
on the wick drains. Installation of the wick drains and placement of the surcharge material should
take approximately 4 weeks. The surcharge material will remain in place for a duration of 90 days.
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Pile Driving
Pile driving will occur approximately 90 days after placement of the surcharge fill material. Once the
fill is removed, piles will be driven in the locations shown on Figure 1, using the same method to

drive the piles as presented in the Test Pile Program description.

South Carolina Aquarium Construction Procedures

Construction of the deep foundation system will require the installation of pilings, which are normally
driven into the bearing unit after augering (pre-augering) a pilot hole to nearly the total depth of the
pile. At the Calhoun Park Area Site, this procedure has raised the potential issue of whether pre-
augering and driving piles will allow potential constituents from the shallow saturated upper fill unit to
migrate downward into a lower sand aquifer.

Thick deposits of weak, compressible soils underlying the proposed parking garage site and heavy
structural loads of the garage will require installation of a deep foundation system bearing in the
Cooper Formation (locally known as the Cooper Marl). The Cooper Marl is a thick unit of calcareous
sandy silt/silty sand material that is the “basement” strata of the area located approximately 80 feet
below ground surface beneath the site. Also, because Charleston is within a known seismicalily
active region, a deep foundation system should provide increased support in the event of an
earthquake. Deep foundation design is typical for large structures constructed on the Charleston
Peninsula including the South Carolina Aquarium which is currently under construction.

Similar issues relating with the construction of the aquarium directly across from the parking garage

location led to the development of a Containment Plan and a Demonstration Program. The
documents were prepared by Killam and Associates, Inc. are listed below:
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. Containment Plan for the South Carolina Aquarium, Killam, December 1994;

. Guidelines for Demonstration Program, December 1994; and
. Demonstfation Program Report, Killam, May 1996 (Attachment C).

The Containment Plan was designed to minimize the release of contaminants from the Aquarium site
to the environment during construction. The Demonstration Program was carried out to test the
effectiveness of the Containment Plan and the Demonstration Program Report was prepared to
document the results of the Demonstration Program.

Three specific goals of the Demonstration Program were to:

1) Determine if pre-augering can be reduced to a depth which does not penetrate the
(clay) aquitard between the upper water bearing zone and the lower aquifer (25 - 30
feet below ground surface);

2) If reduced depth pre-augering was possible, assess the effect on the lower aquifer of
pile driving alone; and

3) Iif reduced depth pre-augering was not possible, assess the effectiveness of
measures to minimize the potential vertical transport of contaminants between
aquifers during pre-augering and pile driving.

The demonstration involved a determination by the City of Charleston’s structural engineer as to
whether pre-augering could be limited to a shallow depth which would not penetrate the confining
layer. It was determined after driving eight initial piles that the depth of pre-augering could be
reduced so that the borings would not penetrate the confining layer, thereby minimizing the potential
for migration between the upper water bearing zone and the lower sand aquifer. The demonstration
also included driving three piles immediately adjacent to a monitoring well screened in the lower
sand aquifer. Samples of groundwater were collected from the well before the piles were driven to
serve as a baseline. Samples were also collected after the piles were driven to assess whether the
lower sand aquifer would be impacted after pile installation. To ensure that groundwater in contact
with the piles reached the well, approximately 37,000 gallons of water were pumped from the well
prior to sampling. The groundwater analytical data was compared to baseline values and pre-
determined water quality data. The samples taken following pile driving indicated lower
concentrations of all parameters except for benzene, which remained statistically unchanged.

Parking Garage Construction Procedures _

Based on the results of the modified procedures used in construction of the deep foundation for the
aquarium, reduced depth pre-augering for pile instaliation at the parking garage site will be
employed. ‘Geotechnical borings were completed at the parking garage site to identify subsurface
conditions and pertinent soil characteristics specific to design of the parking garage. The
geotechnical borings were completed in August 1997 and oversite of the drilling work was performed
by Mr. Charles Till of the U.S. EPA Region IV. An evaluation of the geotechnical results was
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conducted by S&ME, Inc. of Charleston South Carolina and the results are presented in a report
entitled Geotechnical Exploration Program, (GEP) (Fluor Daniel GTI, October 1997). Objectives of
the GEP included:

1) The determination of site subsurface conditions and their relationship to load bearing
capacity requirements;

2) Evaluation of site conditions relative to site preparation; and

3) The evaluation of potential foundation design constraints which could potentially
effect the construction of the parking garage.

The GEP included drilling six geotechnical exploration borings within the footprint of the proposed
parking garage structure. Locations of the borings and the garage structure footprint are illustrated
on the attached Figure 1. Due to suspected constituent impacts in the shallow water bearing unit, the
borings were advanced using telescoped casing technigues to isolate the shallow and intermediate
zones prior to boring advancement. The borings were advanced to total depths of 77 to 97 feet and
were terminated within the Cooper Marl. Four intervals of strata of particular importance were
identified and confirmed at the boring locations and are listed below:

1) From ground surface, a 6 to 10 feet layer of uncontrolled fill (sand with bricks,
concrete, wood, etc.) was encountered. The fill characteristics are consistent with
previous investigations conducted in the area of Calhoun Park. At boring location
GT-1, there was also subsurface debris present, which prevented drilling;

2) Beneath the fill, a thick (typically 35 feet) very soft, high plasticity clay was
encountered. This layer was present at all boring locations and was used to set the
upper casings, since this layer is of lower permeability and retards vertical migration
of groundwater;

3) Below the upper clay, a sand unit was encountered, generally at a depth of 40 té 45
feet bgs. The unit was present at all deep boring locations; and

4) The final stratum encountered was the Cooper Marl, a soft to hard sandy silt, which
was encountered at approximately 80 feet below grade. Borings were advanced into
this material at depths ranging from 77 to 97 feet bgs.

Recommendation

Based on the results of the GEP and the Demonstration Program conducted at the South Carolina
Aquarium Site, the depth of pre-augering for pile placement at the parking garage site should be
limited to approximately 35 feet. By limiting the pre-augering depth to 35 feet to avoid penetrating
the upper clay aquitard prior to driving the pilings and keeping the pre-augered hole width slightly
smaller than the smallest pile dimension, potential downward migration of constituents via the
borehole will be minimized.
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If you have any questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at
412-823-5300 or Walter Irwin of SCE&G at 803-733-4019.

Sincerely,
Fluor Daniel GTI, Inc.

Iy AC~A4

Andrew Contrael
Project Manager

attachments

cc: Mr. Gregory Tucker (The Keenan Co.)
Ms. Mickey Layden (The Keenan Co.)
Mr. Walter irwin (SCE&G)
Ms. Julie Puskar (Fluor Daniel GTl)
Mr. Mark Shaheen (Fluor Daniel GTI)
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Dynamic Pile Testing

Whether for elevated pro-
tection against warring neigh-
bors and marauding animals, or
as a means of supporting struc-
tures in soft soil or marine envi-
ronments, driven piling has
been one of man's earliest foun-
dation methods, Although it
dates back to prehistoric lake
villages, until the late nine-
teenth century, the design of
pile foundations was based
entirely on experience, or even
divine providence. Since then,
theoretical approaches to the
dynamic assessment of pile
capacity have come in the form
of numerous. pile driving for-
mulas, all of which relate ulti-
mate load capadty to vertical
pile movement per blow of the
driving hammer.

However, due to the in-
herent difficulties in establishing
the input parameters (hammer
efficiency, inertial forces in the
soil, energy losses), such driving
formulas may yield conservative
results, (Factors of Safety of 6 to
12). The traditional alternatives
have consisted of performing
time consuming and expensive
static load tests, or typically
accepting an “unknown” and
potentially costly overdesign of
pile foundations.

The Pile Driving Analyzer™
(PDA) is an instrument that
accurately predicts the capadity
of a pile from its resistance to
driving. During initial driving,
or a subsequent “restrike”, the

PDA electronically measures
(with strain gauges and
accelerometers attached to the
pile) the predominate unknowns
associated with normal driving
formulas, and then internally
generates “on-the-spot” results,
Dhe to this unique ability, as
evidenced time and again
through comparisons with
direct static load tests, the PDA
has become widely accepted as
state-of-the-art in the
geotechnical engineering com-
munity.

The major advantage of the
PDA is its simplicity. Expensive
static pile load tests typically
require driving or drilling of
reaction piles, setting up heavy
reaction frames and complicated
instrumentation, and round-the-
clock monitoring for typically 6
to 72 hours. A typical PDA test
for capacity takes less than 30
minutes, This speed, and
corresponding cost effective-

riess, makes PDA testing
particularly well-suited for pro-
duction pile “proof” testing, By
testing numerous production
piles on large foundation proj-
ects, problems of inadequate
capacity or wasteful overdesign
can be identified and eliminated.

The PDA system consists of
gauges bolted to the pile top
(abave) which are connected to
a compact analyzer (below).
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and equipment needed for dynamic testing:
crane, pile hammer, and PDA (right).

Although its ability to accu-
rately determine pile capadity is
generally its most used attribute,
the PDA can do much more. The
PDA simultaneously calculates
pile capacity, pile stresses, pile
integrity, transferred hammer
energy, and other dynamic
parameters. In difficult driving
the PDA can be used to monitor
stresses to prevent pile damage
or as a means to determine the
least stressful driving system.

Typical static load test requirements:
crane, reaction system, jack, pile hammer,
reference beams (above)

Dynamic pile testing is the
state-of-the-art in foundation
engineering. The Federal
Highway Administration, which
funded much of the research, rec-
ommends the PDA be used on
all applicable FHWA jobs. Many
state highway departments
(Florida and North Carolina for
example) routinely use dynamic
testing on their projects. The off-
shore oil industry has relied on
dynamic testing for years. A

NO.276 P.4s22

recent survey estimates that the
PDA is used on over 1500 pro-
jects each year. The technology is
proven and widely accepted. We
invite you to explore through us
the benefits of using the Pile
Driving Analyzer™ on your
driven pile foundation projects.

For additional information or testing, contact Billy Camp or Forrest Foshee
(803) 884-0005
840 Low Country Blod,
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
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AMERDRAIN® 407 soil drainage wick

AMERDRAIN 407 is a two-part prefabricated geocomposite
drain consisting of a formed polypropylene care covered with a
nog-woven polypropylene filter fabric. The fabric allows water
to pass into the drain core while restrictng the movement of soil

particles which might clog the core.
AMERDRAIN

Typical Properties 407 __Test method
Fabric properties :

Mategal . ...oo0cvvne e Polypropylene

Welght, VR oo e et v eeenn. 136 ..... ASTM D3776
Grabzusile smength kN . . v v .. s 064 ..... ASTM D4632
Trapezaidaltear, kN .. .. ...... 033 ..... ASTM D4533
Mullen bezstseength, KN/m? . . . . .. 1207 ASTM D3786
Punctresmength. kN .. ......., 02 ..... ASTM D4833
Elongationatbreak & . .. ....... 570 ... .. ASTM D4632
Permeability,em/see . ... . 0 003 ..... ASTM D4491
Flux,lpmm? .. ............ 2525 . ... ASTMDS]
AQS., MM v i i i et et 017 ..... ASTM D4751
Core properties

Maeedal . ..... ... e Polymropyiene

Tensilesmengh, XN .. ......... 178 .. ... ASTM D1621
Drain properties

Discharge capacity, m/ses . . .. .. 100:10¢ | .. ASTMD4716
Weightgm/m .............. 20

Widhmm ............... , 100

Thickness, M ... vvovvcar oo 3

Relllegthm ............., 308

Rollweightkg . . ....ovvvn.n. 245

AMERICAN WICK DRAIN CORPORATION

316 Warehouse Drive Marthews, NC 28105, USA
Phones 800 242-WICK & 704 821-9300 EAX 704 821-6448
Telex 572385 -
- J - v,

AMERAOTM0650-500
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AMERDRAIN

Prefabricated vertical soil drain

A soil drainage
method for
accelerating
settlement through
vertical drainage
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e problem

oricalty, the design of structures on soft compressibla

I3 (clays) has created problems for civil engineers.
Construction without somae sort of sofl treatment is ysualty
iferactical due to unpredictable [ong-term settlemant.

ple surcharging as a soil consolldation methad can
take many years, Afthough surcharging Increases water
: pressure, settiement can take considersble time, as

water lacks easy path to leave the sell,

The solution

'il consolidation using prefabricated vertical dralns (also

mmonly called wick drains or band drains) can reduca

settiement times frem years to menths. Most satfement
n occur during construction, thus keeping post-
nstruction settlements te & minimum.

Consolidation of water-saturated, fine-grained scil occurs
gary slowly because of the low permeability of these soils
lpedes the escapa of pore water from the soil vaids.
en under large temporary surchargs loads, settiements
can take years because of this slow water mevement and
great distance the water must move te exit the soil.
e Installation of prefabricated vertical drains greatly
reduces the distance the watar must move to reach 3 free
gainage path, and therelore greatly increases settlement
te (Figure 1), Drain spacing may be adjustad to match
e required settlement time.
ERDRAIN prefabricated drains (Figure 2) are installed
‘fﬁcaﬂy 10 depths as great as 50 meters (164 feet). The
ater, under pressure in excess of hydrostatic, flows
through the fiiter and into the channels where it is led
cally out of the scil. This may be either up or down to
tersecting natural sand layers or to the surface where a
sand drainage blapket or prefabricated strip drains are
rovidad. The water in the soil only has to trave! the
istance to the nearest drain to reach a free drainage
path, The drains are usually placed In a triangular
nfiguration of 1 to 10 metars (3 to 33 feet) - depending
[: the desired cansoclidation time. As a result of this
ethod of accelerating the cansolidation procsss, uneven
past-construction settlements can be virtually eliminated.

Time N

—~

Lhar
|Drains with surchargs"
Y — Removal of temparary surcharqe . ’

¢——>=|Canstructien periad

l":gure 1

2

Figure 2 - Typical vertical drain instaflation

-

Figure 3 - AMERDRAIN Prefabricated vertical sojl draln
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Charleston has proposed to construct the South Carolina Aquarium in a
waterfront area known to contain environmental contaminants. In order to construct the
Aquarium while minimizing any off-site migration of these contaminants, the City developed
a plan for a containment system, which was approved by the applicable regulatory and trust
agencies and by the National Park Service, the owner of the site. This report documents the
results of implementing the program specified by the "Guidelines for Demonstration
Program," December, 1994. The program was intended to demonstrate the efficacy of the
containment system in preventing the migration of contamination to surface water and/or
groundwater as a result of Aquarium construction. In addition, the Demonstration was
intended to determine the minimum required depth of preaugering. '

Prior to commencing with the Demonstration, two monitoring wells were installed (in
addition to a pre-existing one), baseline water quality samples were taken in the Cooper River
and in the sand aquifer, and the containment system was installed. The latter included a silt
curtain surrounding the subtidal portion of the site, a three-foot thick sand blanket placed over
the subtidal sediments, a timber lagging wall separating the subtidal area from the intertidal
area, sand fill upland of the wall creating a final elevation above high tide, and site drainage
controls. A portion of the sand fill on the landside of the timber lagging wall, not required
for the Demonstration, will be completed before construction of the Aquarium ‘continues.

The baseline water quality samples were intended to document water quality conditions in the
Cooper River and sand aquifer to provide a benchmark against which any impacts of the
demonstrated pile driving could be measured. A total of six rounds of samples were taken in
the river, at " adjacent” sampling stations which could be impacted by pile driving
(immediately outside of the containment), as well as potentially unaffected "background”
stations. A total of three rounds of samples were taken from the three monitoring wells.

~ The Subtidal Demonstration

A total of eleven subtidal piles were driven in the Demonstration. This process was closely
observed to determine if any visual indications of sediment release were present. The blanket
at the point of pile insertion was covered by water for some pile driving events and "dry" for
others, depending on the stage of the tide. The effect of the pile driving on the sand blanket
could be readily observed under "dry" conditions. No visual indications of sediment release
or breakthrough were noted.

During and after the time that piles were being inserted into the sand blanket and driven,
water quality samples were taken at the seven sampling stations for which baseline data had
already been generated. A total of seven rounds of samples were taken to measure any
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poiential impacts of this operation. In addition, one sample was taken within the containment
during pile driving.

Data from these seven sampling rounds were compared with pre-determined water quality
criteria and with the baseline data (through the use of a statistical measure called the 95%

‘upper confidence limit or "UCL," which characterizes inherent variations in the data). All of

the Demonstration program results were lower than the criteria and/or the 95% upper
confidence limits. On this basis, the pile driving was determined to have no discernible effect
on surface water quality in the Cooper River.

In addition, core samples were taken from the sand blanket to determine if pile driving caused
a significant migration of sediments upward through the sand blanket. Observations of these
cores determined that no significant upward migration occurred. Thus, the sand blanket,

from a visual perspective, appeared to be completely effective in” containing underlying
sediments.

The Upland Demonstration

The upland Demonstration involved a determination by the City's structural engineer as to
whether preaugering could be limited to a shallow depth which would penetrate only a
contaminated surficial aquifer, and not a confining layer above the lower sand aquifer. It was
determined after driving eight initial piles that preaugering could indeed be restricted to a
depth which would not penetrate this layer, and therefore not open up a migration pathway
between the surficial and lower sand aquifer.

The upland Demonstration then included driving three piles immediately adjacent (within six
to eight feet) of a monitoring well screened in the sand aquifer. Approximately 37,000
gallons of water were pumped from the well so that water in contact with the piles would be
drawn to the well. The well was sampled, and the resulting data compared to baseline values
and to pre-determined water quality criteria. The samples taken following pile driving
indicated lower concentrations of all parameters except for one, benzene, which remained
statistically unchanged.

Conclusion

The results of the Demonstration were compared to evaluation criteria set forth in the

Guidelines for Demonstration Program, December, 1994. In Killam's opinion, these results
meet all criteria for success. Killam recommends that the City of Charleston forward this
report to the National Park Service and request their concurrence on this finding.
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REPORT UPON DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM PROJECT

1.0 Introduction

-

This report documents the results of the Demonstration Program which was carried out to test
the effectiveness of a containment plan developed for the South Carolina Aquarium project.
The containment plan was designed to minimize the release of contaminants from the
Aquarium site to the environment during the construction of the project. The specific goals
of the Demonstration Program are:

Provide a field demonstration of the components of the containment plan and of
the augering process. (Augering immediately precedes the installation of each
upland foundation pile for the Aquarium building.)

Provide information demonstrating the efﬁcacy of the proposed contamment
system to be used during construction. )

Subtidal: Demonstrate, by visual, physical and chemical data, that the sand
blanket will contain underlying contaminants (including contammated

sediments) during pﬂe placement and driving. -

Upland: First, determine if pre-augering in the upland and intertidal areas can
be reduced to a depth which does not penetrate the aquitard between the upper
and lower aquifers. If this is possible, the upland demonstration will permit
the assessment of the effect on the lower (sand) aquifer of pile driving alone.
If this is not possible, the upland demonstration will permit assessment of the
effectiveness of measures to minimize the potential vertical transport of
contaminants between aquifers during preaugering and pile driving.

Three underlying documents should be referred to for a complete description of the proposed
containment systems, the monitoring methods proposed for the Demonstration Program as
well as construction, and the protocols to be followed in conducting and judging the success
(or failpre) of the Demonstration Program. These documents are:

1.

2.

3.

Containment Plan for the South Carolina Aquarium, Killam, December 1994.
Environmental Monitoring and Response Plan, Killam, i)ecember 1994.
Guidelines for Demonsﬁ*ation Program, December, 1994.
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2.0 Subtidal Demonstration

The subtidal demonstration program required driving a total of eleven piles in two clusters to
determine if this operation would impact the Cooper River. The primary containment
mechanisms used to prevent such an impact include a sand blanket and a silt curtain. During
the Demonstration, the performance of the containment systems was to be judged by visual
means, by monitoring turbidity, by monitoring the chemical quality of the surface water, and
by taking core samples of the sand blanket.

2.1  Demonstration Program Procedures and Preparation

Baseline Sampling

- A total of six rounds of baseline water quality samples were taken in order to establish water

quality concentrations prior to pile driving. Three of these sampling rounds were taken prior
to the installation of the containment system, with three rounds taken following the
installation of the containment system. In accordance with the Guidelines for Demonstration
Programs, the baseline data set also includes data from several prior investigations. These

include the Preliminary Site Characterization Summary - CPA Site, Chester Environmental,
April, 1994; Site.Inspection - Charleston Harbor Site, PSI, June, 1994; and Site Investigation

Results and Responses to Agency Comments - SCA Site, Killam, December, 1994.

As described in the Environmental Monitoring and Response Plan, (Killam, 1994), seven
monitoring stations were established, including three adjacent stations (ADJ-1, ADJ-2, and
ADJ-3) and four background stations (BG-1,BG-2,BG-3, and BG-4). Figure 1 illustrates the
location of each of these stations. Tables 1 through 6 present a summary of the results of the
baseline sampling for the adjacent stations and background stations.

Baseline turbidity monitoring was conducted from October 3, 1995 to October 17, 1995.

_ This included daily sampling at each monitoring station for a total of 15 days. For three

days, hourly turbidity measurements were taken over a complete tidal cycle (12 hours). The
turbidity data is summarized in Table 7.

Calculation of 95% Upper Confidence Limits

For the chemical water quality data, 95% upper confidence limits (UCLs) were calculated for
each parameter. In calculating these limits, data from adjacent stations, background stations,
and prior studies were aggregated. Please note that data from samples taken in the vicinity of
the site during prior studies were included in the baseline data set, consistent with the -
Guidelines document. The calculated UCLs are presented in Table 8. Table 9 is a summary
of the data used to calculate the 95% confidence limits, including the data from prior studies.
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The previous data are 1dent1ﬁed on Table 9 by study author (PSI, Chester, Kﬂlam) and by
original sampling station number.

The design of the Demonstration Program uses the 95% UCL to compare data generated

. during the Demonstration to the baseline data set. The 95% UCL is an accepted measure

used to characterize a population of data points. Further, it is relevant to the data evaluation
process in that it reflects the expected variation in data points around the mean. For the
current application, a two-tailed normal distribution of data points was assumed. However,
the actual data generated in the baseline and demonstration data sets were predominated by
values which were below the laboratory's analytical method detection limit (MDL). In order
to permit a calculation of the 95% UCL, a positive numerical value was required to be
assigned to each of these non-detects. Although the actual value could be anywhere between
zero (at a minimum) and the detection limit (at a maximum), an arbitrary value of 50% of the
detection limit was used. This procedure is consistent with the Guidelines document and is a
commonly accepted practice.

Since the calculated 95% UCLs for many parameters were derived solely from non-detect
data with values primarily set at 50% of the detection limit, it was decided that these UCLs
should not be used for data evaluation. In these cases, the data from the Demonstration are
compared to the criteria values alone. For other parameters, the data values used to calculate
the UCLs were dominated by non-detected values, but not solely derived from them. This is
noted on the applicable tables as a ratio of detected values to total data points (detected and
non-detected). It should be noted that the fewer positive values which are present in the data
set, the less meaningful is the UCL as a descriptor of the sample population. Therefore, as
an alternative to the UCL, the maximum detected baseline concentration was used in a

number of cases to compare the baseline data set to the demonstration data.

It should be noted that the inclusion of data from prior studies in the baseline data set, in
accordance with the Guidelines document, significantly affected the calculated 95% UCL for
certain metals, i.e., copper and lead.

Installation of Containment Systems

Following the first three rounds of baseline monitoring, the subtidal containment systems,
including the sand blanket, timber lagging wall, and silt curtain, were installed at the site.
Portions of the landside sand blanket have not yet been installed. This will be completed
prior to re-commencing with construction in this area. .

Unanticipated difficulties were encountered in the installation of certain portions of the

containment. These were attributed to soft sediments which occur to a considerable depth in
the northern portion of the subtidal zone. As a result, longer than expected H-piles were
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required for completion of the timber lagging wall, and a waler 'system was installed to
further stabilize-the wall. The completion .of the landside sand blanket and waterside wedge
in the area of the "island" (a riverward peninsula formed by the lagging wall) will require
the use of a modified design, including geofoam and a geotextile grid. It is fully anticipated
that the remaining portions of the sand blanket can be installed with these modifications, after
the revised design is approved by the National Park Service and OCRM/DHEC.

The soft sediment conditions in the northern portion of the site resulted in some settling of the
sand blanket and wedge into the underlying sediments, particularly along the boundary of the
site. This was particularly evident in those areas where sand was placed with methods which
caused a relatively concentrated local loading on the sediments. Settlement along these edges
caused some local lateral displacement of sediments, which were observed to form a "wave"
or mound at the toe of the sand wedge. Over a period of weeks, this mound was observed to
flatten, stabilize and settle into a smooth contour.

Installation of the waterside sand blanket was accomplished using a baffled hopper which
distributed the sand in uniform thin lifts. Placing the blanket in this fashion caused a
gradually increasing and uniform load on the sedimerits, resulting in some consolidation of
the underlying sediments. The installation was successful: cores taken through the blanket
reflected a clean separation between the underlying sediments and the sand. The cores also
documented the fact that the blanket was at least three feet in thickness across the site,
consxstent with requirements of the project specifications.

The installation of the containment system was initiated in December, 1995 and was
completed in February, 1996 (with the exception of the sand blanket/wedge in the "island”
area, as noted above).

2.2 Driving the Demonstration Piles

_ The first subtidal demonstration pile was driven on March 28, 1996. The final subtidal

demonstration pile was driven on April 4, 1996.

The piles were delivered to the site by barge during the “"top” of the tidal cycle, to avoid
grounding the barge on the sediments adjacent to the site and causing sediment disturbance.

The Contractor constructed a two-level template to guide the piles to their intended location.
This template was constructed of H-piles, with the upper level approximately 12 feet above
the lower level. This steel structure was allowed to rest on the sand blanket, which caused
no significant disturbances. Piles were lifted by crane and inserted into the template. The
piles were observed to settie under their own weight to a depth of approximately 45 feet
below the sand surface. In one case, the pile was initially prevented from reaching this depth
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by some debris. When this occurred, the crane operator lifted the pile (several times) not
more than 2 to 3 feet, then allowed the weight and momentum of the pile to permit its
settlement to the approximately 45 foot depth. No sediments were observed to penetrate the
sand blanket, or to be carried on the pile back through the sand blanket when this occurred.

It should be noted that a number of the demonstration piles were driven when the tide was
low and the penetration point of the pile was well above the concurrent waterline. This
permitted clear observation of the impact of pile insertion and driving on the sand blanket.
After all of the piles in each cluster had been inserted into the template, a hammer was
mounted on the crane and used to drive the piles to the final elevation specified in the design
documents.

2.3  Demonstration Moaitoring

* During pile insertion and driving, a shallow conical depression was observed to form about
the base of the pile. This depression was less than 12 inches in depth and 24 inches in
radius. It is believed that sand and/or sediment immediately surrounding the pile.was
dragged down along the pile surface, or was caused to settle by the pile. These depressions
were not sufficient to affect the integrity ‘of the sand blanket, and were filled in with sand by
wave/water action during the next tidal cycle. Shallow hand probing with a plastic pipe
immediately adjacent to the driven piles failed to detect any evidence of sediment within the
sand. .=

When the insertion point of the pile was in water only several inches deep, pile insertion and
driving did not cause sufficient turbidity to impact the water's visibility.

On a visual basis, the sand blanket appeared to be completely effective in containing the
underlying sediments. No visible discharges were noted, even in those cases where the
insertion point could be clearly observed.

During pile insertion and driving, five rounds of water samples were taken from the
monitoring stations to assess the impact of the pile installation procedures on water quality in
the river. One round of samples was taken immediately following the installation of each pile
cluster. In addition, a single water quality sample was taken within the silt curtain during
pile driving to assess water quality impacts in an area closer to the pile than the adjacent
stations. Tables 10 through 16 contain a summary of the water quality data generated in each
of seven sampling episodes associated with the subtidal pile driving. These events are
identified by letter, A through G. A summary of the data generated from the water sample
taken inside the silt curtain during pile driving is contained in Table 17. The data above are
discussed in Section 2.4. A description of contractor activities, tidal movements in the river,
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and other pertinent obsérvations during the sampling events is included in Al;pendix A. This
information was prepared by S&ME, the City's Environmental Inspector.

2.4  Evaluation of Demonstration Monitoring Data

The Demonstration Monitoring Data presented in Tables 10 through 17 were compared with
the 95% UCLs which are presented in Table 8, and with the water quality criteria values
specified in the Demonstration Guidelines document. For convenience, the criteria values
have also been included in Table 8 as well as in Tables 10 through 17.

In evaluating the data, the Guidelines document specifies a protocol in order to determine if
the pile driving activities have had a significant impact on the environment. This protocol
requires a comparison of the data from the adjacent sampling stations (which are presumed to
be potentially impacted by the pile driving) with the data from the background stations
(particularly those stations which are "up-tide" or upstream from the site at the time the
samples are taken, and therefore assumed to be unaffected by site activities). The protocol
also requires a comparison of the adjacent data with the criteria values, and the 95% UCLs
calculated from the baseline data set. '

In conducting this evaluation, comparisons were first made against the criteria and 95% UCL
values. Any "Adjacent" station data points exceeding the higher of these values would then
be compared to the concurrent upgradient background values. Salient points from the notes
in Appendix A are included in the discussion below. In addition, turbidity data taken during
the sampling episodes is included in Appendix B.

"A" Sampling Round, March 28, 1996

At the time of the first sampling round, the Contractor was setting four piles at cluster C-4.
All four piles were set with the insertion point above water level (in the dry). The tide was
low and incoming. Heavy rains the previous night caused substantial discharge outside the

~ containment area at the adjacent storm sewer outfall. The discharge was blackish in color

and visibly impacted locations ADJ-3, and BG-3. An oily sheen was visible outside the
containment prior to any on-site activities, presumably from the storm water discharge or
other off-site events.

The results of this sampling round indicated that ADJ-3 exhibited a copper concentration of
4.5 ppb and BG-3 exhibited an even higher copper concentration of 6.0 ppb. These exceeded
the criterion level for copper of 2.9 ppb. However, both of these results were within the
95% UCL value of 9.65 ppb. The 95% UCL for copper was calculated from a data set in
which copper was detected in four samples out of a total of 39, or 10% of the ime. The
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maximum concentration of copper detected in the baseline data set was 76.3 ppb. No other
parameters in the "A" sampling round exceeded criteria levels.

The results of the "A" sampling round meet the criteria for success as specified in the
Demonstration protocol; the presence in copper in the samples was likely caused by factors
external to the site (i.e., the stormwater discharge), rather than by the pile insertion.

"B" Sampling Round, March 28, 1996

At the time of this sampling round, the Contractor was setting the last of the four piles in
cluster C-4, and was disassembling part of the template (to permit driving). The insertion
point of the pile was underwater. The tide was high and incoming. The blackish discharge
from the storm drain was continuing and was reaching ADJ-3 and BG-3.

The results of this sampling round indicated that no parameters exceeded the specified critena
values.

"C" Sampling Round, March 28 1996

At the time of this sampling round, the piles in cluster C-4 were being driven. The insertion
point was underwater. The tide was high and outgoing.

The results of this sampling round indicated that, while copper was undetected at ADJ-3, a
duplicate sample exhibited a copper concentration of 3.7 ppb. The criterion for copper is 2.9
ppb. The 95% UCL for copper is 9.65 ppb. No other parameters in the "C" sampling round
exceeded criteria levels. Therefore, these results are acceptable as judged by the Guidelines
protocol.

"D" Sampling Round, March 29, 1996

" The Contractor was driving piles in the C-4 cluster during this sampling round The insertion

point was underwater. The tide was high and outgoing.

The results of this sampling round indicated that, while lead was undetected at ADJ-3, a
duplicate sample exhibited a lead concentration of 6.8 ppb against a criterion of 5.6 ppb.
The 95% UCL for lead is 10.72 ppb, and was calculated from a data set in which lead was
positively detected in three samples out of 39, or 8% of the time. The highest concentration
of lead in the baseline data set was 81.1 ppb. No other parameters in the "D" sampling ..
round exceeded criteria levels. Therefore, these results pass the Guidelines protocol. -
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'E" Sampling Round, March 29, 1996

This sample was taken shortly following the completion of pile.driving at cluster C-4. An
oily sheen was noted outside of the silt curtain, presumably from off-site sources. Black
water from the storm drain visually appeared to be affecting station ADJ-3 as evidenced by
leaves and dark sediment on the outside of the silt curtain. The tide was low and incoming.

Only one sample taken in this round (ADJ-3) exceeded criteria levels. This sample exhibited
a lead concentration of 6.8 ppb as compared to a criterion of 5.6 ppb. Since the 95% UCL
is 10.72 ppb, and no other parameters exceed criterial levels, these results pass the
requirements of the Guidelines document protocol.

"E” Sampling Round, April 3, 1996

During this sampling round, the Contractor was driving a pile in Cluster C-2/3. The pile
insertion point was above concurrent waterline (dry). High turbidity was noted at ADJ-3
(105.7 NTU) and ADJ-2 (19.8 NTU). This appeared to be caused by waves breaking on soft
sediments to the south side of the site during low tide and not by the pile driving operation.
Turbidity in the water was noted prior to the initiation of pile driving activities. The tide was
low and incoming. '

One sample in this round (ADJ-3) exhibited values above criteria levels. This included
copper at 3.3 ppb (compared to the 2.9 ppb criterion) and nickel at 9.7 ppb (compared to a
criterion of 8.3 ppb). Both values are within the 95% WUCL values (9.65 ppb for copper and
9.72 ppb for nickel). The 95% UCL for nickel is based on 25 positive detects, of which the
highest value is 10.7 ppb. No other parameters in the "F* sampling round exceeded the
criteria levels. Therefore, these results pass the requirements of the Guidelines protocol.

"G" Sampling Round, April 4, 1996

This sampling round occurred shortfy following the completion of pile driving in the C-2/3
cluster. The tide was low/incoming and the water was turbid from wave action on the south
side of the site. '

One sample in this round exhibited a value above criteria levels. This was a sample from
ADJ-2 which exhibited a copper éoncentration of 4.1 ppb, as compared to the 2.9 ppb
criterion. The observed value is within the 95% UCL of 9.65 ppb. No other parameters in
the "G" sampling round exceeded criteria levels. Therefore, these results pass the
requirements of the Guidelines document protocol.
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Inside-Silt Curtain Sample

Although not subject to a success/failure determination in the Guidelines document protocol, a
sample was taken from within the silt curtain during the driving of a pile in cluster C-2/3.
The tide was medium and outgoing. The insertion point was above concurrent water level
(dry). All values obtained from this sample are within the criteria levels.

Sand Coring

The Environmental Monitoring and Response Plan requires taking three sand cores within
three feet of the demonstration pile cluster following pile driving. This is intended to assess
the potential migration of sediment into the sand blanket. Since the Demonstration consisted
of two pile clusters (five piles at C-4 and six piles at C-2/3), sand cores were taken at both

* clusters. In addition, cores were taken near cluster C-2/3 prior to pile driving to document

both pre-driving and post-driving conditions. Sand core reports by S&ME are included in
Appendix C. ' -

To summarize, the three sand cores taken following driving of piles at cluster C-4 indicated
that silt migration into the sand blanket ranged from two to four inches, with a blanket
thickness of 43 to 46.5 inches. This is a minimal amount since some migration may have
occurred during sand blanket installation. This is far less than the tolerance specified in the
Environmental Monitoring and Response Plan, which allows up to two-thirds of the sand
blanket thickness. (At this location the max1mum amount of penetration allowable would
range from 29 to 31 inches.)

Prior to driving the piles at C-2/3, two cores were collected in the area. The thickness of the

sand blanket ranged from 43.5 to 49.5 inches. Examination of the core indicated a zone of
silt migration approximately two inches in length.

Following the driving of piles at C-2/3, three cores were collected. The thickness of the
cores ranged from 46 to 51 inches. The extent of silt migration into the blanket ranged from
two to six inches. This is considered to be minimal, and far less than the tolerance specified
in the Environmental Monitoring and Response Plan, which allows between 30 and 34 inches
in this area.

Overall the results from the sand coring indicate that pile driving has not 51gn1ﬁcantly
affected the integrity of the sand blanket to any significant degree.
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Summary

It is apparent that water quality at the Aquarium site is significantly influenced by area-wide
factors, including wind/waves (acting on sediments in shallow water), stormwater discharges
from outside the containment area, ship traffic (including tug-assisted ship turning),; and other
off-site activities. It is also clear that the water quality in the adjacent Cooper River is better
than might have been expected, and shows little impact from the contaminated sediments
which exist in the general area. While a limited number of exceedences of the surface water
quality criteria for a total of three metals (copper, lead, and nickel) were noted in both the
baseline and Demonstration data sets, they were all minor and of apparently short duration.

It may be observed that a disproportionate number of the criteria exceedences occurred at

ADIJ-3 in the Demonstration data as well as the baseline data set. This location appears to be
impacted by one or more factors, including proximity to the storm drain, proximity to offsite
activities occurring to the south, and the impact of local current patterns in the vicinity of the

- station.

Applying the protocol specified in the Guidelines document, it is therefore concluded that pile
driving does not have a significant impact on water quality in the .Cooper River. This
conclusion is reinforced by visual observations of the pile driving activities, in which the
effectiveness of the sand blanket in prevenung the mlgratmn of potentially contammated
sedlment was clearly observed.

3.0 Upland Demonstration
The upland demonstration program was designed to determine:

1. If preaugerihg could be limited to the vertical extent of the fill zone and silty conﬁningl
layers, which are present within 25 to 30 feet of the ground surface;

2 If preaugering and pile driving would impact the quality of the lower sand aquifer.

In order for the structural engineer to make the first determination, the demonstration
included up to ten piles at locations selected by the engineer. Following this initial phase of
the Demonstration, three piles were to be driven near the location of MW-AQ2 using either
full-depth preaugering or reduced-depth preaugering (as determined in the initial phase of the
Demonstration). MW-AQ2 would then be pumped in a sufficient volume to permit
groundwater in contact with these adjacent piles to reach the well. Finally, the well would be
sampled and the resulting data compared to groundwater criteria values contained in the
Guidelines document. :
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3.1 Demonstration Program Procedures and Preparation

The upland Demonstration Program required the installation of Monitoring Well MW-AQ?2.
This well was installed, along with MW-AQ3, in February, 1996, although the latter well
was not intended for use in the Demonstration. MW-1, installed during the prior
investigation (Killam, 1994), completes the three well array which will be monitored during
Aquarium construction. A well log for MW-AQ?2 is included in Appendix D. An
examination of the soil boring reveals that the soil conditions at this location differ from the
"average" site condition, which includes an upper water bearing zone, a silty "aquitard," and
a lower sand aquifer. At MW-AQ2, the intermediate confining layer is missing, a condition
which occurred in a number of the site borings documented in the 1994 Killam investigation.
Apparently, the intermediate confining layer is discontinuous over the site. This finding
contradicts the original conceptual model for the site which assumed two distinct aquifers. If

~ a continuous water-bearing zone is present, concern over transport of contamination between

aquifers is greatly reduced.

All three monitoring wells were sampled on three occasions prior to preaugering, on
February 20, February 21, and February 26, 1996. Concemns over the formation of air
bubbles in the samples taken for volatiles analysis (attributed to a reaction of the mineral
content of the groundwater with acid preservative in the sample vials) lead to three additional
sampling rounds which occurred on February 27 and 28. In the latter sampling rounds,
water was only sampled for volatiles analysis. The data generated from the sampling rounds
described above constitutes the baseline data set, from which 95% UCLs were calculated for
MW-AQ2. Table 18 contains the calculated 95% UCL values plus the data points used in
their calculation. Summaries of the baseline data set for all three monitoring wells is included
in Appendix E. In Table 18, the values for benzene were derived from the February 27/28
sampling round, since no air bubbles were found to occur (no preservative was used). In
fact, the original data showed higher benzene concentrations, indicating that no significant
loss of henzene had occurred as a result of gas evolution in the samples.

' The results of the baseline samples were significant in that samples from MW-AQ2 (and

MW-AQ3) exhibited much higher levels of contamination than did the samples from MW-1.
The latter well was the only deep well sampled during the previous site investigation. Since
the data from this well (generated during the site investigation) indicated that ground water
was relatively clean, and most of the borings reflected the presence of a two-aquifer system,
concerns over potential contamination of the lower aquifer were raised and addressed in the
Containment plan and Demonstration plan. With MW-AQ2 exhibiting significant levels of
contamination, and with no confining layer observed at MW-AQ2, concems over pile driving
causing contaminants to impact an uncontaminated, confined aquifer are considerably lessened
if not eliminated. In short, the lower (sand) aquifer in the areas of MW-AQ2 and MW-AQ3
is already contaminated, either from upgradient sources or overlying sources, or both.
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Nonetheless, it remains necessary to take reasonable precautions to avoid any potential
increase in the rate of migration of contaminants to the lower aquifer. These precautions are
included in the current plans for construction.

3.2  Driving the Demonstration Piles

The first demonstration pile was preaugered on March 5, using reduced-depth preaugering,
and was driven on March 6. A total of eight piles were driven prior to driving the three-pile
cluster at MW-AQ2. From the installation of these initial piles, which wer€ instrumented
with a PDA (Pile Driver Analyzer), the structural engineer determined that reduced-depth
preaugering was feasible. It was also observed that the volume of drill cuttings produced by
the preaugering process was much less than anticipated. This is due to the use of a auger
head on a narrow shaft, as opposed to a continuous flight auger. Environmentally, the use of
an auger head (with reduced drill cutting generation) is preferable since fewer voids would
tend to be created in the borehole. Visual observations of the preaugering process indicated
that the borehole immediately closes upon the extraction of the auger head. Since this
observation was made consistently, it is felt that earlier concerns over an open borehole
acting as a vertical conduit are considerably lessened.

Since the structural engineer determined that reduced depth preaugering was feasible, the
three pile cluster at MW-AQ2 was installed with this method. All remaining upland piles will
also be installed using reduced-depth preaugering.

3.3 Demonstration Monitoring

The three-pile cluster at MW-AQ2 was completed on March 27. Then, 37,650 gallons of
water were pumped from the well over a period of eleven days. Killam calculated that
pumping a minimum of 36,600 gallons was necessary to move water from the vicinity of the
three adjacent piles to the well. The well was permitted to recover for 6 hours, and was then
sampled twice on April 8, 1996. The well was purged before each sampling round.

High method detection limits were used for reporting purposes in the early stages of data
collection. Incorporation of one-half of these detection limits for nondetected results tended
to elevate the calculated 95% UCLs for MW-AQ2. However, in most instances, the UCLs
were observed to be less than the ground water criteria levels. :

3.4  Evaluation of the Demonstration Monitoring Data
The results of the MW-AQ2 samples are presented in Table 19. The data were compared to

the criteria values and 95% UCLs presented in Table 18. Comparing the post-pile driving
("post") data with the baseline data, we note that heavy metals in both data sets are mostly
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non-detected and are all below criteria levels. PCBs were not detected in either the baseline
or "post" sample sets.

Naphthalene values in the baseline data set averaged 525 ppb, while the "post" data averaged
174 ppb. Similarly, data for acenapthene, fluorene, phenanthrene, anthracene, fluoranthene,
and pyrene indicated lower concentrations in the "post" samples as compared to the baseline
sample. (Please note that there are no criteria for these compounds.)

For benzo(a)anthracene, the criterion is 2 ppb, and the baseline data set included values of 17
ppb, non-detect (at 11 ppb), and 11 ppb. The "post" samples reflected concentrations of 2
and 3 ppb. The last value is above the criterion but well below the baseline average and 95 %
UCL (25.46 ppb). Therefore, the "post” samples pass the requirements of the Guidelines
document for this contaminant. .

The remaining polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons included in the analytical suite were not
detected in either the baseline or "post" samples. :

For benzene, the criterion is 5 ppb, and the baseline data set included values of 22, 22, and
22 ppb. With no variation in the data, the average is 22 ppb, as is the 95% UCL. Please
note that these samples were taken within a period of 12 hours. The prior samples taken
(with air bubbles) reflected a greater degree of variability as well as higher levels (up to 28
ppb, with an average of 25 ppb). The "post” samples contained 20 and 23 ppb of benzene,
averaging 21.5 ppb. While the average of the two values lies within the criterion, the second
discrete value of 23 exceeds it marginally. Even though the latter value technically exceeds
the criterion and 95% UCL, Killam does not ascribe any significance to this exceedence given
its marginal extent, the circumstances under which the second set of volatile samples were
taken (within 12 hours of each other), the known variability in prior samples (up to 28 ppb),
and the overwhelming trend toward lower contaminant concentrations across the board in the
"post” samples.

‘ MW-AQ2 was also sampled for mineral spirits, although no criterion for this parameter was

set. The baseline data set consistently detected mineral spirits, averaging 1235 ppb with a
maximum value of 1370 ppb. The "post” samples reflected a lower mineral spirits .
concentration of 607 and 766 ppb.

This evaluation of the groundwater quality reflected in the post-pile driving samples indicates
that contaminant levels were lower than in the baseline data set for all parameters, except for
an insignificant increase in one parameter (benzene) in one out of two samples. Killam
considers that these data pass the requirements for success defined in the Guidelines
document. :
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4.0 Conclusions and Recommendations

This section evaluates the results of the Demonstration against the criteria for success (taken
from the Guidelines document). For the subtidal Demonstration, Killam believes that the
requirements for criterion A-1 are met: "No visual problems and no exceedences of action
levels are encountered outside of the area of containment;". Success of the subtidal portion
of the Demonstration is conditioned upon the successful installation of the remaining portions
of the sand blanket/wedge in the area of the island.

For the upland Demonstration, Killam believes that the requirements for B-1 are met:
"Following installation of the three-pile cluster adjacent to monitoring well AQ2, groundwater
samples from the sand aquifer do not exceed applicable action levels;".

On the basis of the above, Killam recommends that the City of Charleston request a

determination by the NPS that the criteria for success of the Demonstration Program have
been met.

Page 14
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

OCTOBER 23, 1995 SAMPLING EVENT

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MOL ADJ-1 ADJ-2 ADJ-3 BG-1 BG-2 BG3 BG4 RB-1 ADJ-14 (1)
(ugh) (ugn) .

Arsenic 38 35.5 V) U U U U U U U U
Chromium . 50 . 50 U U U U U U U V] U
Copper . 29 22 U ) U U u u ) U U
Lead 56 56 U u u U u u U U u
Mercury 0 025 0.02 0.03 1) U U u U V) u 0.03
Nickel 8.3 78 10 9 9.5 85 u 8.5 8.2(B) u | 8.7
Zinc 86 85.6 u ] U u u u u U U
PCBs .

PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U u U v u u U U U

PCB1221 | 0.03 0.03 ) U U u U U [V U U

PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U V] V) U U U RY) u U

PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 TS v U u U U U U u

PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 u U v U v U U u u

PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U U U U U U u u U

PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 u v u u u U U u U
Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U u U U U U u U
DDT . 0.001 0.001 U U U U, U U U V] U
DDE 0.001 0.001 u U U u u u U u U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 u U U U U V) U U U
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U U U U u U U u
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U u U
Benzo(g,h,l,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U U )
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 u U u v u U U u U
Chrysene 0.311 2 U U V) U U U U u U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U U U U u U U U
Fluoranthene 54 2 U U U U U v U v U
Fluorene 0.311 2 U V] U ) U - U U V] U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U V) U ) U V) U U u
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 u U U U u U U u U
Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U u v U
Acenaphthene 20 2 U, U U U U v u U U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U U U U U v v v
Anthracene 0311 2 U U ] u u u U u ! U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (2) 0.311 2 V] ~U u v u v U u v
Minera! Spirits NONE 100 v u U U v U U v U

NOTES: (1) ADJ-14 s a duplicate of BG4,
(2) 3,4-Benzofiuoranthene is Benzo(b)Fluoranlhene.

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS : METALS
B Found In blank 8 Below contract required detection limit
J Esltmated value, below quantitation limit. but above instrument detection limit.
u Not detected. V) Not detected.

BJ Found in blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outside contro! limits.




SUMMARIY OF SU RFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
- OCTOBER 25, 1995 SAMPLING EVENT _

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1 ADJ-2 . ADJ3 BG-1 8G-2 B8G-3 BG4 RB-1 BG-14 (1)
: ' (ug) _(ugM

Arsenic 36 - 35.5 U S u U u u U u U U
Chromium 50 . 80 UN UN UN UN UN UN UN U UN
Copper ) 29 22 U U U U U u U u u
Lead ’ 56 56 U U U U U ] U U U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U U U u 0.04 0.07 u u
Nickel 83 7.8 85BN 868N 105N 89N UN 83BN 87BN UN 90N
Zinc 86 85.8 U U V) u u U U U V)
PCBs , .

PCB 1018 0.03 0.03 u ‘v u U V) U U U U

PCB 1224 0.03 0.03 u U U u u U u- U U

PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U - U U U U U U U ]

PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U U U u U U U U 7]

PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 U u U U v U u u ! v

PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 u U U U U U V] u u

PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 u U U U U u U U u
Dleldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U u u u U U U U
DDT . 0.001 0.001 V] U U u U U U u U
DDE 0.004 0.001 U U u u U u- u u SV
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U U u u v U U U v
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 V) U U U V] u U V) U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U U U
Benzo(g,h,i,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U U U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U U u v U U U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 V) U U U U U U U u
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U u u V) U U U u U
Fluoranthene 54 2 U U U U U u u U U
Fluorene 0.311 2 U u U U U U u u U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U u U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U v U U ‘v u u 1]
Pyrene 0.311 2 LY U U U U V] U U U
Acenaphthene 2 2 u " u u u u U u u u
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 , U U U V) U U U U U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U U u U U U U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (2) 0.311 2 U .U u U U u u u u
Mineral Splrits NONE 100 U U U U U U v U U

NOTES: (1) BG-14 Is a duplicate of BG4.
(2) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS ) . METALS
B Found In blank : B Below contract required detection limit
J Esltmated value, below quantitation limit. but above Instrument detection limit.
v Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found in blank and below quantitation limit. N Splke sample recovery was outside control limits.




SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
OCTOBER 27, 1995 SAMPLING EVENT

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1 ADJ-2 - ADJ-3 8G-1 8G-2 BG-3 BG4 RB-1 ADJ-13 (1)
(ugn) {ugh)
Arsenic 36 355 U U u NA (2) 1 NA i NA NA U V]
Chromium 50 . 50 UN UN UN NA NA NA " NA UN UN
Copper . 29 22 U U u NA NA NA NA v u
Lead 56 586 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U 0.03 U NA ) NA NA NA U U
Nickel 8.3 7.8 UN UN UN NA NA NA NA "UN UN
Zinc 86 85.6 U U NA NA NA ’ NA U
PCBs _ :
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 ) U U NA NA NA NA V) U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 v v U NA NA NA NA U U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 V] u u NA NA NA NA U U
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U U U NA NA NA NA U v
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 .U U U NA NA NA NA u U
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 v U u NA NA NA NA u u
Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
oDT . 0.001 0.001 U u U NA NA NA NA U U
DDE 0.001 0.001 v u u NA NA NA NA u u
Naphthalene 2,350 2 V) V) U NA NA NA NA u | V)
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 V) V) V) NA NA NA NA U V)
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 u U U NA NA NA NA u u
Benzo(g,h,),)Perylene 0.311 2 U U u NA NA NA NA v U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 u U U NA NA NA NA U v
Chrysene 0.311 2 U u ) NA NA NA NA V] u
Dlbenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.314 2 U U U NA NA NA NA u u
Fluoranthene 54 2 U V) U NA NA NA NA U U
Fluorene 0.311 2 U u U NA NA NA NA u u
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA _NA NA U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U V] NA NA NA NA U U
Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
Acenaphthene 20 2 U V) U NA NA NA NA U v
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U V) NA NA NA NA u U
Anthracene 0.311 2 V] U U NA NA . NA NA U U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (3) 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA U u
Mineral Splirits NONE 100 u U v NA NA NA NA u U
NOTES: (1) ADJ-13Is a duplicate of ADJ-3.
(2) Not Analyzed
(3) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene is Benzo(b)Fiuoranthene.
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
B Found In blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit, but above Instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. ' u Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limft. N Splke sample recovery was outside control limits.




SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS l
" MARCH 4, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1 ADJ-2. ADJ-3 BG-1 BG-2 BG-3 BG4 RB-1 ADJ-4 (1)
{ugh) (ugh)
Arsenlc 36 5.6 V] U U U U U U v U
Chromium 50 . 07 10.8 (B) 10.9 (B) 124 10.2 (B) 12.2 114 115 1.6 (B) 10.8 (B)
Copper . 29 1.1 U U U V) U U 1] U U
Lead 58 22 u- U u u U U U U V)
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U U V) U v V) U ) U
Nickel 8.3 0.9 8.9(B) 8.4(B) 10.7 185(8) 103 8.5(8) 8.6 (B) 2.2(B) 8.7 (B)
Zinc 88 1.1 U U 1.7 (B) U U 4.2 (B) u 5.8 (B) 503
Naphthalene 2,350 2 u V) U V) U U U U v
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U v u V) U V] u
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U V) u- U U
Benzo(g,h,|,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U u U U U u U u
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U u U v u u u u
Chrysene 0.311 2 U V) U U U U U U u
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 u u V) U U U u U u
Fluoranthene ‘54 2 V] V) U U U U U U U
Fluorene 0.311 2 u U U U U U U U U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene . 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U’ U u u
Pyrene 0.311 2 9] U U u U U U 9] u
Acenaphthene 20 2 U U U u U U U u v
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U U U U V) U u U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
3,4-Benzofiuoranthene (2) 0.214 2 u u u U U u U U U
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 U V) V] U U U V) U U
NOTES: (1) ADJ-4Is a duplicate of ADJ-1. ‘
(2) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.
CLP FLAGS
H
ORGANICS ' METALS
8 Found in blank ’ : B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantltatlon llmlt but above Instrument detection limit.
; V] Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N Splke sample recovery was outside control limfts.
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SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
FIRST MARCH 5, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1 ADJ-2 ADJ-3 BG-1 BG-2 BG-3 BG4 RB-1 ADJH4 (1)
(ugn) {ugh)
Arsenlc 36 586 V] U U NA (2) NA NA NA U U
Chromlum - 50 - 07 122 11.8 124 NA NA NA NA 2.8 (B) 12.7
Copper \ . 29 1.1 u u U NA NA NA ' NA 2.1 (8) U
Lead 58 22 v u U NA NA NA NA V] ¥
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U U NA NA NA NA u U
Nickel 8.3 08 10.1 9.5 (B) 10.5 NA NA NA NA 3.3(B) 108
Zine 86 1.4 u u u NA NA NA NA u u
Naphthalene 2,350 2 u U V) NA NA NA NA U u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA U V]
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U V) NA NA NA NA- U u
Benzo(g,h,,)Perylene 0.311 2 U V) U NA NA NA NA U U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 V) U U NA NA NA NA U v
Chrysene 0.311 2 u u U NA NA NA NA U u
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U ) NA NA NA NA U 1)
Fluoranthene , 54 2 V) U U NA NA NA NA u U
Fluorene 0.311 2 U V) u NA NA NA NA U U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene ] 0.311 2 U U u NA NA NA NA U u
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U V) U NA NA NA’ NA U ¥]
Pyrene 0.311 2 V) U u NA NA NA NA U v
Acenaphthene 20 2 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA v v
Anthracene 0.311 2 V) u U NA NA NA NA u u
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (3) 0.311 2 v U U NA NA NA NA U U
Mineral Splrits NONE 100 U U U NA NA NA NA U U
NOTES: (1) ADJ-4 Is a duplicate of ADJ-3.
(2) Not Analyzed
(3) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene [s Benzo(b)Fluoranthene. . i}
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
- B Found In blank B Below contract required detection iimit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit. . . but above instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation imR. N Spike sample recovery was outslde control limits.




TABLE 6
SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

SECOND MARCH 5, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ,

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1A ADJ-2A ADJ3A BG-1 BG-2 BG-3 BG4 RB-1A ADJ-4A (1)
_(ugn) (ugh)
Arsenic 36 56 U U NA (2) NA NA NA u V)
Chromium 50 - 07 10.7 (B) 11.7 129 NA NA NA NA 1.9 (B) 115
Copper : 29 1.4 u v u NA NA NA NA 1.2(B) u
Lead 5.6 22 V) u u NA NA NA NA u V)
Mercury 0.025 0.02 Y] U U NA NA NA NA V) u
Nickel 8.3 0.9 9.0 (B) 9.6 (B) 10.0 NA NA NA NA 2.4(B) 9.8 (B)
Zinc 86 1.1 u U U NA NA NA' NA ) u
Naphthalene 2,350 2 u .y u NA NA NQ NA u u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U u U NA NA NA NA u U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U u u NA NA NA NA u U
Benzo(g,h,i,)Perylene 0.311 2 u u U NA NA . NA NA u v
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U u U NA NA NA NA U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA - NA NA U U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA u U
Fluoranthene 54 2 U U 1Y) NA NA NA NA u u
Fluorene 0.3114 2 U U U NA NA NA NA U "y
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene ' 0.314 2 u U U NA NA NA. NA u U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 ) U U NA NA NA NA U u
Pyrene 0.311 2 U u U NA NA NA NA V) U
Acenaphthene 20 2 u, U U NA NA NA NA u U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U V) u NA NA NA NA u U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U NA NA NA NA .U U
3,4-Benzofluoranthens (3) 0.311 2 V) U U NA NA NA NA U ]
Mineral Splrits NONE 100 V) v U NA NA NA NA U u
NOTES: (1) ADJ-4A Is a duplicate of ADJ-1A.
(2) Not Analyzed
(3) 3.4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.
* CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
T B Found in blank : 8 Below contract required detectlon limit
J Esltmated value, below quantitation limt. but above Instrument detection limit.
u Not detected. U Not detected. .

8J Found In blank and below quantitation limi. N Spike sample recovery was outside contro! limits.
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TABLE 7
SUMMARY OF TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA
DATE tme ADJ-1 ADJ-2 ADJ-3 BG-1 BG-2 BG-3 BG4
10/03/95 1030 10.7 6.1 3.2 1.4 8.9 71 10.9
10/04/95 1400 34.8 21.6 18 14 14 22 16.5
10/05/95 1520 36.6 31.4 27.6 19.5 16 333 33.2
10/06/95 920 10.6 9.6 85 10.6 14.4 17.5 155 |,

10/07/95 850 14.1 21 16.8 21 53.4 27.3 39.9
10/08/95 1700 14.6 30.5 36.2 329 9.8 45 13.2
10/09/95 1100 13.1 21 18.7 13.2 145 © 26.1 15.6
10/10/95 12x 14.6 21.7 168 _ 231 2238 28.3 34.5
10/10/95 24.1 29 21.5 16.8 493 20.9 295
10/10/95 28.9 27.7 315 28.4 91.6 17.7 100.7
10/10/95 342 36 19.4 23.5 47 26.1 57
10/10/95 12.6 12.8 14.7 16.7 783 14.2 50
10/10/95 10.5 8 9.4 357 95 17.9 105
10/10/95 9.8 10.4 9.4 10 —-- 19.9 8.8 . 15.4
10/10/95 - 13 12.7 1.7 12 17 12.1 16.9
10/10/95 15.3 14.1 144 14.2 17.9 18.4 13.2
10/10/95 14.2 13.8 13.1 15.7 13.8 12.8 12.6
10/10/95 . 141 9.1 20.6 11.3 18.3 22 16.6
10/10/95 16.4 16.9 81 12.5 68.3 9.1 19.9
10/11/95 1100 16 13.4 18.9 55 63.3 48 39
10/12/95 12x 16.9 9.2 9.9 17 9.2 17.3 374
10/12/95 17.1 71 14.7 15 59.3 22.7 52.6
10/12/95 20.2 8 27.6 229 18.5 48.7 30.5
10/12/95 18.4 15.3 337 20.2 34.7 23.9 23.1
10/12/95 203 - 275 15.7 14.7 60.3 166 . 34.8
10/12/95 12.3 18.9 125 442 394 476 44.4
10/12/95 27.1 9.2 14 16.9 8.8 17.9 5.9
10/12/95~ 13 8.3 9.6 8.5 15.8 10.5 16.3
10/12/95 ' 8.1 8.3 12.6- 8.4 16 8.8 8.6
10/12/95 8.8 12.3 18 5.9 15.2 13 8.4
10/12/95 338 16.8 11.5 182 1.7 . 13 10.7
10/12/95 ' 27.2 7.5 13.2 26.1 435 15.6 95
10/13/95 1100 18.3 18 96 11.2 41.4 18.4 51.6
10/14/95 1120 13.8 13.9 20.3 - 16 25.9 16.5 34.1
10/15/95 1400 9.8 14.8 14.3 18.3 14.7 15.8 13.7
10/16/95 12x 6.1 45 41 58 9 3 9
10/16/95 4 56 12 38 7.2 10.2 6.1
10/16/95 6.1 57 5.6 17.4 8.7 12.1 7.2
10/16/95 29 3.1 42 37 55 5.7 7.3
10/16/95 45 4.2 5.1 3.2 12.7 4.9 10
10/16/95 6.6 4.9 5 3.2 14.9 49 - 308
10/16/95 6.5 6.3 11.1 45 14.7 6.1 22
10/16/95 8.4 7.9 6.8 10.8 10 8.3 20.7
* 10/16/95 3.6 5.1 8.6 52 49 6.1 11.3
10/16/95 2.6 2.6 5.3 37 4.4 5.8 7.2
10/16/95 402 259.1 242 345 183.2 483 403.2
10/16/95 7 6.6 5.5 107 20.4 10.5 18.8
10/17/95 9.2 7.3 47 6 38 10.5 5.8
UPPER CONF. LIMITS 38.77 33.15 32.66 27.75 31.76 42.09 .39.28

PER STATION

UPPER CONF. LIMIT 28.74
FOR ALL DATA
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TABLE 8

DETERMINATION OF 95% UPPER CONFIDENCE INTERVAL:
ALL STATIONS

MAXIMUM
% OF CONCENTRATION
PARAMETER CRITERIA N AVERAGE STANDARD 95% POSITIVE IN DATA
(ug/l) DEVIATION ucL DETECTIONS| SET

Arsenic 36 39 11.84 7.44 14.25 10 20
Chromium 50 39 16.18 8.59 18.96 . 38 25
Copper 29 39 4.94 14.51 9.65 10 76.3
Lead 5.6 38 6.29 13.66 10.72 8 81.1
Mercury 0.025 30 0.01 0.01 0.02 17 0.04
Nickel 8.3 25 9.41 0.74 9.71 64 10.7
Zinc 86 39 30.10 31.97 40.46 21 145
PCBs

PCB 1016 0.03 0.015 0 (o}

PCB 1221 0.03 0.015 o) 0

PCB 1232 0.03 0.015 o] 0

PCB 1242 0.03 0.015 0 0
. PCB 1248 0.03 0.015 - 0 0

PCB 1254 0.03 0.04 0.11 o]

PCB 1260 . 0.03 0.04 0.1 0
Dieldrin 0.0019 18 0.003 0.01 0.01 6 0.053
-DDT 0.001 19 0.001 0.003 0.003 11 0.011
DDE 0.001 0.001 0 0"
Naphthalene 2,350 1.13 0.72 0
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Benzo(g.h.i.)Perylene 0.311 1.13 0.72 "0
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Chrysene 0.311 1.13 0.72 (o}
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Fluoranthene 54 1.13 0.72 )
Fluorene 0.311 1.13 0.72 o]
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Phenanthrene 0.311 - 1.13 0.72 0
Pyrene 0.311 1.13 0.72 (o]
Acenaphthene 20 1.13 0.72 0
Acenaphthylene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Anthracene 0.311 1.13 0.72 o
3.4-Benzofluoranthene 0.311 1.13 0.72 0
Mineral Spirits NONE 50 0 )

NOTES: -

85% UCL not calculated for parameters with all results as non-detect

* = 95% UCL based on detected results only

% OF POSITIVE DETECTIONS = Ratio of positive (greater than MDL) results in data set to total number of results in data set




TABLE 9
. DATA USED TO DETERMINE 85% UCL'S FOR ADJ-1, ADJ-2, ADJ-3 |
.
PAMANETER CHNTEMA 103998 s 1o wenm [T 7 10a1m G040 37V ) LY 12 28 [LV17 ) 0/04/%8 02040 03K3/%8 Kinam r ry rs
v
Amenk »
Chremivm 20
Cepper 2.9
Lead 88
Merswry 0.023
Nichal (5]
Zine » 2.3
PCBe
rce 1018 (1] A ) ~ " ™ ~ ~ A, " " [ . I
PCB 1221 003 NA NA [ NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA A
PCB 1IN LL.] N L L] L) N ~ NA A NA Na NA N NA
PCB 1242 0 ~ L) L L] NA () NA NA NA NA Na N NA
PCB 1248 (X~ NA N A NA NA N NA N NA NA NA A NA
rcB 1234 001 ™ “ “ " ™ ™ a " " “ a - “
PCB 1200 003 M L) " » NA m NA “ | N N ~ A
Olidrin 00019 ~ L) % ~ ™ [ A A £ 1083
oot 000t L) L] N A NA "y ~NA NA L2
oot 0,001 M N A L3 “ n ~ A a A
Hephthalena 2.2% L) e " "
Benze(s)Anthrecons oM A N ~ N
Benra{slPyrane 0311 " ~ T ™
Benre(ghUPerylene o NA N L4 L9
Benre(k)usranthens [+ 1} Na L3 N [
Chrysens ont N N ~ vy
Dibent{ah) Anthracene 03I L) LJ L L3
Flusranthene ™ L N ~ ~
Fluerene om L] " ~ o
Indene(1.2.3¢d)Pyrene 01 ~ ~ e e
Phenanthrens [ > 1] L] N ~ L
Pyrone o3 [ ~ "~ N
Asenaphthane 20 L N " 3
Asenaphiivyiene om L) "~ NG [
Anthrsesne om L] L L3 L
3,4 Benzs fusranthene 0311 L) Lo L] L]
Minaral 8pb s NOKE L) Ll o] M
NOTES: Bhaded aree denstes nen-detset results svaluatsd e half af the MOL.

NA = Net Analyred
NC = Nol v haded bacause of high mehed detaction imks
+ = Not Detscted: WA high MOL, net inehuded in coleulation ¢




TABLE®
OATA USED TO DETERMINE 93% UCL'S FOR B4-1, BQ-2, BO-J, AND BQ-4

S
PAPAMETEA ICRITERIA] 10/23/93 102393 102753 03/04/D0 OON0S SA0WT3  Chaster | 10/23/53 1072593 102733 0204/ OJ0PE DI0I/M0 | 102093  10/29,/95 10/27/85 020408 OLOIE 0209/ 14} Chaster  Cheatar | 10/22/05  1025/93 10/27/93 03/04/844 OX0A/ME 01030
Ba-1 8a-t 8a- 1 841 8a-1 8a.1 SW-13 8a-2 B8a-2 ba-2 8G-2 8a-1 8a-2 8a-3 8a-3 83-) BG-3 863 BG3 SW-10 BwW-13 SW- 14 8G-4 BG-4 844 BG4 8G.-4 Ba-4

Arvenk 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA LX) NA NA NA
Chramium 50 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Copper 20 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Lesd LY ] NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Mereury 0.m8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Micksl [} NA NA NA NA NA HA NA NA NA NA MA
2ire " RA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 101 NA NA NA
PCBe

PCB 1018 [X..] RA NA NA HA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

rce (1] HA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA MA

rco R [.1..] NA NA NA NA " NA NA NA NA NA NA NA HA

rca 124 0.0 NA NA NA NA NA HA NA NA NA NA NA NA

PCB 1240 om NA NA HA NA NA NA NA MA NA NA NA NA

PCB 1254 0.0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

PCB 1200 0.03 HA HA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Dwidrin 00019 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 03; NA NA NA
oot 0.001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y NA A NA
00¢ 0.001 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA .08 X NA NA NA
Nephthatens .35 MA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Banze(s}Anthracene 0.3H HA NA HA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Banze(s)Pyrens om NA NA NA * NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Benze(gh.L}Peryiene Lk11} NA NA NA NA NA NA NHA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Benge (k) Flueranthens 0311 HA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Chrvens ont NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
DBenriah)Anthrees ne [ > 1}) NA HA NA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA. NA NA
Flusranthene 4 RA NA NA NA HA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Fluersne o NA NA NA NA NA NA NA HA NC NA NA NA RA NA
Indens(1.1.3 ediPyrere 03 NA NA NA A NA NA NA NA NC NA A NA NA NA
Phenanthrane o NA HA NA NA NA HA NA NA NC HA NA HA NA NA
Pyrene oM NA NA NA NA NA HA NA NA NC NA NA : NA NA A
Aconaphibene 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NG NA NA NA NA NA
Acenephthylene 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA NA
Anthesesne 311 NA NA A MA HA NA NA NA NC NA NA NA NA MA
3.4-8enssfueranthene 0.314 NA NA NA NA NA MA HA HA NC NA NA HA NA NA
Uineral Bprits NONE HA NA HA NA NA HA HA NA NA NA HA NA NA NA

HOTES: Bhaded

a denetes nen-dslect vatvs svatuated as half of the MOL
MA = Not Anatyzed '

NC = Nol inciuded becsuse of Righ mathed dotoction fimi

« = Not Dslacted; Wih high MOL, ael Ineluded in caiculation




! TABLE '10
SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

MARCH 28, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("A" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1A ADJ-2A" ADJ-3A ADJ4-A (1) BG—1A BG-2A BG-3A - BG4A RB-1A
: (ugn) _ (ug
Arsenic 36 586 U U U U U U u U U
Chromlum 50 - 07 5.8 (B) 5.6 (B) 7.5(B) 6.9 (B) 6.6 (B) 8.0 (B) 7.1(B) 7.7 (B) 2.4(B)
Copper 29 1.1 U 1.5(B) 4.5(B) 1.1 (B) U U 6.0 (B) U u
Lead 5.6 22 U u 58 U U u U u u
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U U V) u U U U U
Nickel 8.3 09 3.4(B) 35(B) 5.2 (B) 43(8B) 43(B) 6.5 (B) 5.0 (B) 5.3(8) 1.4 (B)
Zinc 86 1.1 11.6(B) 11.1 (B) 228 105() 9.0 (B) U 8.8 (B) 3.6 (B) 6.1 (8)
PCBs .
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U V) V] V) U 4] U U U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 V) U u V] U U (Vi u W]
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U U U V) U U U U U
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U u V] U U U ) U U
PCB 1248 , 003 0.03 u u u U U u u u u
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U u U v u u v u u
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 U u U U V] U’ V) U u
Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U U U u U U (§] U
oOoT . . 0.001 0.001 U . V) Ry U V) u U v U
DDE 0.001 0.001 u u v u u u U uo u
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U V) U U U U u U U
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U U U U U, u U u
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 u u u u u U V] u u
Benzo(g,h |,)Perylene 0.311 2 u U U U u U U U U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U U U U u u u U
Chrysene 0.311 2 u U U U u U U u V]
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U U v U u v u
Fluoranthene 54 2 u U U u u u V) v v
Fluorene 0.311 2 U V) U u U ¥ u U U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 u U U U U Y U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U U U U u V) U U
Pyrene 0.311 2 U u U U U u U U U
Acenaphthene ‘20 2 U U v U U U U U U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 u U v U U u u u u
Anthracene 0.311 2 u V) U U U U v U U
3,4-Benzofivoranthene (2) 0.311 2 u -V v u u U u u . u
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 U v U u U U u u v

NOTES: (1) ADJ-4Is a duplicate of ADJ-1.
(2) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS : METALS :
B Found in blank ‘ B Below contract required detection limit
J Esttmated value, below quantitation limft. but above Instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. ) u Not detected.

|
BJ Found in blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outslde control limits.




-------------------
i TABLE .11
SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

MARCH 28, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("B" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-lB ADJ-2B © ~ ' ADJ3B ADJ-4B (1) BG-1B BG-28B BG-3B BG-4B RB-1B
_(ugh) (ugh) '
Arsenic 38 5.6 u’ v v U u u u V] u
Chromlum 50 . 07 5.9 (B) 7.8(8) 7.0(B) 6.9(B) - 6.5 (B) 8.1 (B) 6.6 (B) 75(8) 25 (B)
Copper . 29 1.1 u - U v U u U 1.3(B) u u
Lead 5.8 22 u U u U u u U u U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U 8] v U u u u U u
Nlckel 8.3 0.8 3.9(B) 5.2(B) 47 (B) 4.6 (B) 42(B) . 5.6 (B) 4.1 (8) 5.4 (B) 2.1 (B)
Zinc 88 14 1.2(8) 8.8 (B) 6.7 (B) 6.1 (B) 6.4 (B) 13.9 (B) 8.3 (B) U 7.4 (B)
PCBs
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 "y U U u u U U u V]
PCB 1221 . 0.03 0.03 U U u v u U u- 1] .U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 u v u U U U u u v
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 u u v U U u u U U
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 V] u u U u u U U u
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U v U V] u U U u U
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 U u U u u U u u u
Dleldrin 0.0019 0.001 U u v (V) u U u u u
oDoT . 0.001 0.001 U U u v u u u u U
DDE 0.001 0.001 u v v v N U U u v U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U U v U U U u U u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.31 2 U U U U U U V] U U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
Benzo{g.h,l,)Perylens 0.311 2 U U u U p U U U u u
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U u U U u U U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 u U U u U u u u U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U u U u V) U U U
Fluoranthene 54 2 V) U U V) U u U V) V]
Fluorene 0.311 2 u U U U U u U U v
indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U V) U U LY [§] V] V)
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U U v u U U u u
Pyrens 0.311 2 s u v U U U U U U
Acenaphthene 20 2 u v u U u u u u u
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 u u U U U u U U U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U V) U U (VN U U u
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (2) 0.311 2 u - u u u u u u u
Minera! Spirits NONE 100 u u U u u U u u v
NOTES: (1) ADJ-4 Is a duplicate of ADJ-3.
(2) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS : METALS
B Foundin blank B Below contract required detection limit,
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit. ’ but above Instrument detection (imit.
U  Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outside control limits.



1

TABLE 12

SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
MARCH 28, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("C" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1C ADJ-2C - ADJ3C ADJ-4C (1) BG-1C BG-2C BG-3C BG-4C RB-1C
(ugh) {ugn) —
Arsenic 36 5.6 - U V) U u U ) u U U
Chromium 50 0.7 6.5 (B) 7.4 (B) 7.4 (B) 8.3(B) . 7.3(B) 7.8 (B) 7.6 (B) 8.1 (B) 29 (B)
Copper 29 1.1 u U (VI 3.7(8) U U u U U
Lead 5.6 22 U U u u U u U U U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U u u U U u U U
Nickel 8.3 0.9 4.4(B) 5.1(8) 45(B) 6.3 (B) 5.4 (B) 5.4(8) 5.3(B) 5.6 (B) 22(B)
’Z)Ig; 86 1.1 8.2 (B) 3.2(B) 1.7 (B) 5.8 (B) 10.7 (B) U 3.5(B) 4.8 (B) 45 (B)
s
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U U U u NA (2) U U U U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 v U U U NA ] u- V] u
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 u v U U NA U v U ¢ U
PCB 1242 0.03 003 u u u u NA u u T u
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 U U U U NA u u U u
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U u u u NA U u u u
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 U U U U NA U u u u
Dleldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U U u NA u u v U
DOoT 0.001 0.001 U U U u NA u . u U U
DDE 0.001 0.001 U U U u NA v’ u u U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U u u u Y V) v U U
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U u u U u u u ‘U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U v U v v
Benzo(g,h,|,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U u U U V] U U v
Benzo(k)Fluoranthens 0.311 2 u U u u u V) u U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 u U U U U u u u U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U V) U U U U u V) U
Fluoranthene 54 2 v U U v v u u u u
Fluorene 0.311 2 V] U U v v U u U U
Indeno(1,2,3cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U U U V) U v U U
Pyrene 0311 2 V) U v V] v U U 8] v
Acenaphthene 20 2 U U U u v U u U U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 V) U U V] V) V] U U ]
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U U U V) U u V)
3,4-Benzofiucranthena (3) 0.311 2 u ~ U v U u U V) v u
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 u U v U U U u u U
NOTES: (1) ADJ4 s a duplicate of ADJ-3.
(2) Pesticides/PCBs not analyzed becauss one 1-iiter bottle broke In transit. T
(3) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene. .
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS : METALS
B Found In blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esttmated value, below quantitation limit. but above instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found in blank and below quantitation limit. N Splike sample recovery was outside control llmlts



{ + TABLE 13

SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

MARCH 29, 1998 SAMPLING EVENT ("D" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1D ADJ-2D ADJ-3D ADJ-4D (1) BG-1D BG-2D BG-3D BG-4D RB-1D
(ugh) (ugh)
Arsenic 36 5.8 U U U U U U u u U
Chromlum 50 0.7 7.5 (B) 8.2(B) 9.4 (B) 124 8.4(B) 8.4 (B) 7.7 (B) 9.1 (B) 1.5(B)
Copper 29 1.1 U U u U U U u u U
Lead 56 2.2 U U ‘ U 6.8 U U U u u
Mercury 0.025 0.02 u U U U U u U U u
Nickel 8.3 0.9 49 (B) 6.4 (B) 5.8 (B) 5.4 (B) 5.9 (B) 5.9 (8) 5.1 (B) 6.6 (B) 1.2 (B)
Zinc 86 1.1 24(8) 1.6 (B) 14.4 (B) 10.4 (B) 4.8 (B) 11.1 (B) u 28(B) 6.9 (B)
PCBs
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U V) U u U’ U U U U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 u U u u U U (Vi U U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U ) U U U U U V) V]
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U V) U u U u V] U U
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 U U U U U U v) U U
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U U u u u U u u U
PCB 1260 '+ 0.03 0.03 U V) U u U U U u (V]
Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 V) u U u U V) U U U
ooT 0.001 0.001 u U u U U u U u U
DDE 0.001 0.001 U u V] u u u u v U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U U U U U U v U u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U V) U U U U u U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 u. U u u u u u u U
Benzo(g,h,l,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U ) v U u v U U v
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene - 0.311 2 U U U U V) U U U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 U U u U u U U Y U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U u U v U U v U U
Fluoranthene 54 2 U U U U V) U U u U
Fluorene 0.311 2 u u u u u v v u v
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 v U U U U v U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
Pyrene 0.311 2 v u u u U v v u u
Acenaphthene 20 2 U U U U U U uU U U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U U U U U v U v
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U v U U U U U U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (2) 0.3114 2 U < U v u u v u u U
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 U V) U U V] U U U U

NOTES: (1) ADJ-4 s a duplicate of ADJ-3.
(2) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene.

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS '
B Found in blank.
J Esltmated value, below quanmatlon limit.
V) Not detected.
BJ  Found In blank and below quantitation limf.

METALS
B

U
N

Below contract required detectlon limit
but above Instrument detection limit.
Not detected.

Spike sample recovery was outside controf limits,



: SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
MARCH 29, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("E" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1 E ADJ-2E ADJ-3E ADJ-4E (1) BG-1E BG-2E BG-3E BG-4E RB-1E
(ugn) (ugh)
Arsenic 36 586 Vv U U v U V] U u u
Chromium 50 07 7.8 (B) 8.3(B) 10.3 (B) 8.6 (B) 8.6 (B) 10.1 (B) 8.9(B) 9.4 (B)! 22(8)
Copper _ 29 1.1 u u 2.8(8B) U U u U ] 2.0 (B)
Lead 5.6 22 U U 6.8 U U u U u 1]
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U u U U V) U U u U
Nickel 83 0.9 5.1(B) 5.9 (B) 6.7 (B) 5.7 (8) 6.2 (B) 7.7(8) 6.1 (B) 7.2 (B) 2.0 (B)
f’lg; : 88 11 u 1.9 (B) 213 8.9 (B) 19.7 (B) 28(B) 2.7(B) 15.5 (B) 7.7 (B)
s .
PCB 1016 ' 0.03 0.03 NA (2) U U U U U U U U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 NA U U U u ] u- 1] U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 NA U U U u V) U U U
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 NA U U U U U u u u
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 NA U U U U U U U "]
PCB 1254 : 0.03 0.03 NA u U U U u U U u
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 NA U U U U U u u u
Dleldrin 0.0019 0.001 NA u U U U U u u U
DDT . 0.001 0.001 NA U U u U V] U U u
DOE 0.001 0.001 NA U U U U (VN V] U u
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U U U U U U U U u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U u U u u u u u
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U v v U
Benzo(g,h,l,)Perylene 0.311 2 U U U u u u u v u
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U U U U U u U u
Chrysene 0.311 2 V] U U U U u v u U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U ) U V] U U U
Fluoranthene 54 2 U ] v U U U U U U
Fluorene 0.3114 2 U U v u u U U u U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U u U U U U u U U
Phenanthrene 0311 2 u U u u u U u u ! u
Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U t u u U
Acenaphthene 20 2 U U U U V] U U U u
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U u u u u u v U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U v U u U u U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (3) 0.3114 2 U .U u v U u u u u
Mineral Splrits NONE 100 u’ u U U u u u u u

NOTES: (1) ADJ4 Is a duplicate of ADJ-1.
(2) Pesticldes/PCBs not analyzed because one 1-liter bottle broke In transh.
(3) 3,4-Benzofluoranthens Is Banzo(b)Fluoranthene.

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS Co METALS :
B Found In blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit. but above Instrument detection limit.
u Not detected. U Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outside control limits.




. SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
APRIL 3, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("F" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL ADJ-1F ADJ-2F - ADJ-3F ADJ4F (1) BG-1F BG-2F BG-3F BG-4F RB-1F
{ugn) {ugh) :
Arsenic 38 5.6 U U U U V] U U U v
Chromium 50 - 07 7.1(8B) 7.8(8) 17.2 7.8(B) 8.2(B) 7.8 (B) 8.4 (B) 8.0 (B) 2.0(B)
Copper 28 1.1 U U ~ 3.3 (B) v U u u U u
Lead 5.6 22 U U U U U U U U U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 V) v V) V) U V) U U u
Nickel 8.3 0.9 4.1 (B) 5.4 (B) © 9.7 (B) 5.5 (B) 5.4 (B) 5.1 (B) 5.8 (B) 57 (B) 13(B)
Zine 86 1.1 U u 147 (B) v U U v 1) 2.5(B)
PCBs ,
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U U U NA (2) V) U U U U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 V) U U NA U U U U U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U U U NA U U U U U
PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U U U NA u U U ] U
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 u v V) NA U U u U U
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U U Y] NA U U U U U
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 v U u NA U V) U U U
Dleldrin 0.0019 0.001 U U U NA U U U U U
DDT 0.001 0.001 U U U NA U U u U U
DDE 0.001 0.001 U U V) NA U U U u U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U U U U U U u u u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 U V) U U U U U u U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 v U U U U u U U v
Benzo(g,h,l,)Perylene 0.211 2 u U U u U v v U U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U v U
Chrysene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U V) u
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 U U U V) U u u u U
Fluoranthene 54 2 v . Y .U u u u u U U
Fluorene 0.311 2 u u u u u u u U U
Indeno(3,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 v u U U U v U U U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 u v u v u u U u u
Pyrene 0.311 2 v U ] U u ] u ] U
Acenaphthene 20 2 u u u v U u u v U
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 u U U U U U u u Y
Anthracene 0.311 2 U u -y U u u: u T u
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (3) 0.311 2 v - U u Y u U U u U
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 . U u U [V U U U U U

NOTES: (1) ADJ-4Is a duplicate of BG-1.

(2) Pesticides/PCBs not analyzed because one 1-liter bottle broke In transi.

(3) 3,4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fiucranthene.

CLPFLAGS
ORGANICS
B Found In blank .
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limi.
U Not detected.
BJ

Found In blank and below quantitation fimit.

METALS
B Below contract required detection limit
but above instrument detection limit.
U Not detected.
N Spike sample recovery was outside control limits,



SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
APRIL 4, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT ("G" SAMPLING ROUND)

RESULTS
PARAMETER CRITERIA  MDL ADJ-1G ADJ-2G" ADJ3G ADJ4G (1) BG-1G BG-2G BG-3G BG-4G RB-1G
(ugn) (ugh)
Arsenlc 36 5.8 u u U u u u u u U
Chromium 50 - 07 8.0(B) 8.4 (B) 8.4 (B) 8.9 (B) 7.4(B) 8.2(B) 10.5 (B) 8.7 (B) 2.7 (B)
Copper . 29 1.1 U 4,1 (B) u U U U U V] u
Lead 5.6 22 U u U u u U U U U
Mercury 0.025 0.02 U U U U U U U U U
Nickel 8.3 0.9 6.1 (B) 6.0 (B) 6.2 (B) 5.6 (B) 45 (B) 5.6 (B) 6.9 (B) 6.5 (B) 1.8(B)
Zinc 86 1.1 ] u u U U v U u 2.8 (B)
PCBs .
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 u U U u U v u U u
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 U U U U U U v’ U U
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U U U U U U u u ! U
_PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U u U U U U U U v
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 U U U u v ) U U U
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U }) U U U U U U U
PCB 1260 i 0.03 0.03 U ) U U u u U U U
Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 u u U V] U U u U U
poT . 0.001 0.001 u U U u U u. u V] U
DDE 0.001 " 0.001 u U U u u U u u U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 u u U v u v u v u
Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U U U U v U U U
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U U U U U U U U U
Benzo(g,h,l,)Perylene 0.311 2 U u u U u U U U U
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 0.311 2 u V) U U U U U U U
Chrysene 0.311 2 U U U u U U U u U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 u U U U U U U U u
Fluoranthene 54 2 u V) u. u v U U v u
Fluorene 0.314 2 U U U u U U u U u
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U V) U v U U U U U
Phenanthrene _ 0311 2 U U u v U U U U U
Pyrene 0.311 2 u u U u u u u u u
Acenaphthene 20 2 ;Y U u U v u U u u
Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U U u U U v _ U 1Y) U
Anthracene 0.311 2 u V] u U U (VI V) U U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene (2) 0.311 2 u “ U u v u u u U u
Mineral Splrits NONE 100 v U u u u u U v u

NOTES: (1) ADJ-4 s a duplicate of ADJ-1. . . i
(2) 3.4-Benzofluoranthene Is Benzo(b)Fluoranthene. )

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
B Found In blank- ‘ . B Below contract required detection limit
J Esftmated value, below quantltaﬂon limit. but above Instrument detection limit,
U Not detected. ' v Not detected.

BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outside control limits.




TABLE - 17 ‘
SUMMARY OF SURFACE WATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

' APRIL 4, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT (INSIDE CONTAINMENT SAMPLE)
. RESULT
PARAMETER CRITERIA MDL CsSW-1
l ol _ (ugh)
Arsenic 36 5.6 U
Chromium - 50 07 10.2(B)
Copper 29 11 u
l Lead . 586 22 U
Mercury 0025 0.02 U
Nicket 83 08 T7.4(B)
Zinc 86 1.1 U
' PCBs :
PCB 1016 0.03 0.03 U
PCB 1221 0.03 0.03 . V)
PCB 1232 0.03 0.03 U
' PCB 1242 0.03 0.03 U
PCB 1248 0.03 0.03 )
PCB 1254 0.03 0.03 U
PCB 1260 0.03 0.03 U
l Dieldrin 0.0019 0.001 v
DoT 0.001 0.001 u
DDE 0.001 0.001 U
Naphthalene 2,350 2 U
l Benzo(a)Anthracene 0.311 2 V)
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.311 2 U
Benzo{g,h,i,)Perylene 0.311 2 U
Benzo(K)Fluoranthene 0311 2 U
l Chrysene 0.311 2 U
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.311 2 u
Flucranthene - 54 2 U
Flucrene 0.311 2 V)
' indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.311 2 U
Phenanthrene 0.311 2 U
Pyrene 0.311 2. U
Acenaphthene T2 2 u
' Acenaphthylene 0.311 2 U
Anthracene 0.311 2 U
3,4-Benzofluoranthene 0.311 2 U
I Mineral Spirits NONE 100, u
NOTE: 3 4-Benzofluoranthene is Benzo(b)Flucranthene.
l CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
B Found in blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit. but above instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. ) u Not detected.
BJ Found in blank and below quantitation fimit. N Spike sampte recovery was outside

control fimits.



y

TABLE 18

DETERMINATION OF 95% UPPER CONFIDENCE INTERVAL FOR MW-AQ2
i
PARAMETER CRITERIA | MDL (1) | MDL(2) | 02/20/86 02/21/08 02/26/96| N AVERAGE STANDARD 95%
(ug/) _(ughy (ugh) MW-AQ2 MW-AQ2 MW-AQ2 DEVIATION UCL

Antimony 6 5.6 4.4 2.60 0.35
Arsenic 50 50 44 -17.40 13.16
Chromlum 100 100 1.1 K] 37.53 21.59 91.18
Copper 1,300 1300 1.1 433.52 374.96
Lead 15 14.4 22 5.17 3.52
Manganese 180 180 1.1 3 87.20 4.85 09.25
Zinc 5,000 5000 1.1 3 1678.40 1423.05 5213.74
PCBs

PCB 1016 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0

PCB 1221 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0

PCB 1232 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0
+ PCB 1242 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0

PCB 1248 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0

PCB 1254 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0

PCB 1260 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.25 0
Benzene * 5 5 5 3 22 0 22
Naphthalene NONE - 1 10 670 445 460 3 525 125.80 837.52
Acenaphthylene NONE - 10 : 1 5 NI NI
Acenaphthene NONE . 10 1 140 NI NI
Fluorene NONE - 10 1 90 Ni NI
Phenanthrene NONE . 10 1 * 170 NI NI
Anthracene NONE - 10 1 17 Ni NI
Fluoranthene NONE - 10 1 61 NI Ni
Pyrene NONE L. 10 1 M NI N
Benzo(a)Anthracene 2 1" 10 3 1117 8.75 25.468
Chrysene NONE 1" 10 5.33 0.29
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2 1 10 5.33 0.29
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene NONE 11 10 533 0.29
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.2 1" 10 5.33 0.29
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene NONE 1" 10 5.33 0.29
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.2 1 10 . 533 0.29
Benzo(g.h.i)perylens NONE - 10 NA NA . S NI
Mineral Spirits NONE 100 100 1370 - 1275 1060 3 1235 158.82 1629.57

NOTES:

MOL (1) = MDL lor the 2/20/98 and 2/21/96 Sampling Events
MDL (2) = MDL for the 2/26/96 Sampling Event

Shaded area denotes non-detect result evaluated es half of the MDL.
NA = Not Analyzed .
NI = Not enough Information to perform statlstical analysis

* = Aesults from repeat analysis on benzene (performed on 2/27/96 and twice on 2/28/96)

Incorporated into this spreadsheet
85% UCL not calculated for parameters with all results as non-detect




: _ Table 19 .
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
APRIL 8, 1996 SAMPLING EVENTS (1)

PARAMETER CRITERIA MWAQ-2A MWAQ-28 MWAQ-RB
{ug) RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL
(ugh) (ugn) {ugh) {ugh) [(ugh) (ugn)
Antimony 6 u 44 U 4.4 U 44
" Arsenlc 50 . u 56 u 5.6 u 5.6
Chromium - 100 11.4 1.1 15 1.1 26(8) 11
Copper 1,300 u 1.1 u 1.1 u 1.1
Lead 15 u 22 U 22 U 22
Manganese 180 100 1.1 105 1.1 u 1.1
Zinc 5,000 1.2(B) 1.1 12.2(B) 1.1 4.1 (B) 1.1
PCBs . ) . .
PCB 1016 0.5 U 05 U 0.5 v 0.5
PCB 1221 05 U 05 V) 0.5 U 05
PCB 1232 0.5 U 05 ) 0.5 u 05
PCB 1242 0.5 u 05 u 0.5 u 05
PCB 1248 0.5 U 05 U 0.5 V) 0.5
PCB 1254 0.5 U 05 u 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1260 05 U 05 u 0.5 U 0.5
Benzene 5 20 5 23 5 u 5
Naphthalene ’ NONE a7 2 250 (D) 10 U 2
Acenaphthylene NONE . U 2 U 10 u 2
Acenaphthene NONE 25 2 §2(D) 10 U 2
Fluorene NONE 13 2 30 (D) 10 U 2
Phenanthrene NONE 21 2 43 (D) 10° U 2
Anthracene NONE 2 2 U 10 V) 2
Fluoranthene NONE 17 2 15 (D) 10 U 2
Pyrene NONE 13 2 11(D) 10 U 2
Benzo(a)Anthracene 2 2 2 3 2 U 2
Chrysene . NONE v 2 U 2 U 2
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2 u 2 U 2 U 2
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene NONE U 2 U 2 U 2
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.2 V) 2 U 2 u 2
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene NONE U 2 U 2 U 2
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.2 U 2 u 2 U 2
Benzo(g,h,)perylene NONE U 2 U 2 U 2
Mineral Splrits NONE 607 100 766 100 u 100

NOTE: (1) MWAQ-2A AND MWAQ-2B ARE SEPARATE SAMPLING EVENTS ON THE SAME DAY

CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
a Found in blank B
J Esltmated value, below quantitation limit.
U Not detected. U
BJ - Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N

D Sample diiuted.



APPENDIX A

SUBTIDAL SAMPLING OBSERVATIONS AND NOTES



- : sf4a9  FPAGE 2712
- APR-T12-95 11:29 FROM:S & ME ID-8838816 : 21

SUMMARY OF SUBTIDAL DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAM SURFACE WATER SAMPLING EVENTS
- SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM -
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

A" MPLING ROUND
DATE: 3-28-86

ACTIVITY: Setting four piles at cluster C4.
TIDE: Low / Incoming

 SAMPLE DURATION: 0943 thru 1112
SITE OBSERVATIONS:

$1 All four piles set were set in the dry. ] ' .

2)  Pile work started immediately after a lengthy period of moderately heavy rainfall
and the storm drain on the south side of the site was flowing heavily.

(3) The storm drain water appeared black and showed evidence of contamination as

was noted by spots of a sheen. This stormwater visibly affected locations ADJ-3
and BG-3.

(4)  An off-site sheen was noted and was evident at locations ADJ-1, ADJ-2, ADJ-3,
BG-2 and BG-3. '

DATE: 32896 | o
ACTIVITY: Setting last pile at cluster C-4 and disassembling part of template.
TIDE: High / Incoming o
SAMPLE DURATION: 1405 thru 1530
SITE OBSERVATIONS:

Pile was set in subtidal condition.

1 - -
iz; Storm drain was discharging black water and was visibly affecting locations
BG-3 and ADJ-3. -

i
1
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
I = saveimcroum
i
1
]
i
i
i
i
i
1



e - - - c - Ao
" APR-12-86 11:239 FROM:S & ME ID:8038816149

“C"_SAMPLING ROUND

DATE: 3-28-96 -~

'ACTIVITY: Initial driving of two piles at cluster C-4.

TIDE: High / Outgoing
SAMPLE DURATION: - 1606 thru 1710
SITE OBSERVATIONS:

(1)  Piles were driven in subtidal condition.

“D"_SAMPLING ROUND
DATE: 3-29-96
ACTIVITY: Driving two piles to tip elevation at cluster C-4.

TIDE: Low / Incoming
SAMPLE DURATION: 0807 thru 0810
SITE OBSERVATIONS:

1 Piles were driven in the dry. . . _
2 Trash and black water were noted at storm drain area affecting locations BG-3 and
ADJ-3.
"E" SAMPLING ROUND
DATE: 3-29-96

ACTIVITY: After pile driving at cluster C-4.

TIDE: Low / Incoming
SAMPLE DURATION: . 1017 thru 1121
SITE OBSERVATIONS:

1) A sheen was noted off site (outside of silt curtain). ) .
2 Black water from storm drain visually appeared to be aff_ectm? location ADJ-3 as
was evidenced by leaves and dark sediment on the outside of the silt curtain.

oS/ 1<



APR-12Z2=35 11:293 FROM:5 & ME

tU:gu3dbBBlblao L

" LING ROUND
DATE: _ 4396 ) -

'ACTIVITY: Drove one pile at cluster C-2/3.

TIDE: Low / Incoming

SAMPLE DURATION: - 1337 thru 1426

SITE OBSERVATIONS:

1 Pile was driven in the dry. N

22; Evidenced high turbiditryy at locations ADJ-3 (105.7NTU) and ADJ-2 (19.8NTU).

Turbidi red to be created by strong wave action breaking on soft sedimen
on sour% ?(%%f site and not from pile driving operation.

- PLIN UND

DATE: © 4496

ACTIVITY: After pile driving at cluster C-2/3.
TIDE: Low / Incoming

 SAMPLE DURATION: 1447 thru 1600

SITE OBSERVATIONS:

(1)  Tide was low and water was turbid from wave action on south side of site breaking
on soft sediments.

-1_SAMPLIN UND

DATE: 4-4-96
ACTIVITY: Driving one pile at cluster C-2/3.
TIDE: Medium / Outgoing

' SAMPLE DURATION: 1115 thru 1135

SITE OBSERVATIONS:
(1) ... Pile'was being driven in the dry.

Ak~

Qs

1£



APR-12-96 11:29 FROM:S & ME ID: 8038816149 PAGE

' SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM -
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

Sampled by: T “Thumd s Weather:_CLOUA I Cals
Sampling event:_ “A’" ousad Number of samples:__ 4

Date sampled: Magern 2% . Al Total hours: .~ Total miles:
Breif Sket e Locations

J L :).
Low
l(

1\
i

113

1t
{{

ADJ4 1022 DUPLICATE | OF Ady-1

RB-1 ious N/A N/A N/A N/A

5712



e ¥ AT WUHIIT LT L™

APR-12-86 11:30 FROM:S & ME ID:8038816149 . PAGE

1]

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518
General _
Sampled by: it Azotem Weather: S
Sampling event: *»* 434 Number of samples: &
Date sampled: MAR 2 & Ol Total hours: .~ Total miles: ~

Breif Sketch of Sample Locations

Agquariom Ste
= 0 < | & I 0 w.
P
we O Q e
§amp- le data:
ADF1 jawa | 3o T T it
ADJ2 sz 4.0 1 i W
ADJ-3 \SoT 3.0 p u [
BG-1 43l 3.0 2} . i
BG-2 idz4y .o T f "
BG-3 1405 3.0 3 " M
BG4 |G @ 4.0 % " v ]
ADJ-4 TURLY DUPLICATE ~ | OF Adj->
[re-1 1520 N/A N/A N/A N/A

6712



APR-12-S6 11:30 FROM:S & ME ID:8038816149 PAGE 7/12

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
- THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

General

Sampled bya oA hasndilesd  Weather (04 o,y g

Sampling event: “CY Vvt Number of samples: Q

Date sampled: MY 28 Gl Total hours: _~ Total miles: ~

Breif Sketch of Sample Locations

I
|
l RB-1 _] LSO N/A, N/A N/A N/A :ﬂ



IV Al oS AT JYg OOJ001I01RT

APR-12-96 11:38 FROM:S & ME

Sampling event: T o

ID: 88388161489

Date sampled:_ Mnawt 272G Gl
Breif Sketch of Sample Y.ocations

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET

THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

Number of ;e,amples: Q

PAGE

- Total hours: .~  Total miles: ~~

I
2
T
7
uo j.
BG-3 o]0 3.0 7 w "
BG4 0a0L (¢ + n G\
ADI4 O RO DUPLICATE | oF _Ad|-2 " e J
RB-1 6820 N/A N/A N/A Na |

8/12
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APR-12-86 11:30 FROM:S & ME ID: 86388165149 PAGE

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
- THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

neral
Sempled by: QoAd Ay etz Weather Sy Cool
Sampling event:"€" {ZouAd Number of samples:_ Q

Date sampled: M A, 7Q Qi( Total hours: _—~ Total miles: ~

Brei etch of Sample Locations

§amn‘ le data:

S DenE ConGisd NG ot etasines R H

3.0 +

ADJ-2 tosn s 00 1 u W
ADJ-3 1o 2.0 3 y “
BG-1 1026 3.0 1 Y \
BG-2 oz w0 3 W " E :
BG-3 QYA 3,0 e 2 u N ﬁ
BG4 ol (%o = o n H
|ADI-4 1050 DUPLICATE | oF Ay Y \ H
IRB-I 1099 N/A N/A N/A N/A

/712



General

Sampled by:

At JA

APR-12-8S6 11:31 FROM:S 8 ME

LoJlJlior=ss

ID: 8038

816149

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
“THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM

M@M_

Sampling event:* "' 2oL

Date sampled: APt 2 Qlp

Breif Sketch of Sample Locations

Total hours;

CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

Weather: X anrey Ceee_

PAGE

Sample data:

Number of samples: G

Total miles;_—

| apss 1290 .
ADJ2 133% 1
ADJ-3 |38
BG-1 \ 354 | I
o2 4ok - {
BG-3 Wb
BG4 4= H
ADJ4 \2eq DUPLICATE | OF _TB(>—| I
§ RB-1 o N/A N/A N/A N/A

1012



> R b At JL QYL0010UL=Y

APR-12-96 11:31 FROM:S & ME ID:8038816148 PAGE

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM -
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518

General _

Sampled by: 13T ﬁm\dg__s_@ Weather: S gy L g
Sampling event: “"G.” ¥rounrd Numbser of samples: @

Date sampled: Ao\ 4 . Q Total hours: _— Total miles; _~
Breif Sketch of Sample Locations

Aquaciom SBe
A
wse 0O 0 e

a e data:

3 Medllo

€ i Y

u u o !

x| ) 1 133

Y U \(

<

b (i U

v U \{
IADI-4 | 1548 DUPLICATE | oF AA\-2 t (e
RB-1 {~o0) N/A N/A N/A N/A

11/12
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APR-12-896 11:31 FROM:S & ME ID: 803881651499 PAGE

T v ewme e TEeTOII [2]78ele PR ol L, pr )

SURFACE WATER SAMPLE INFORMATION SHEET
THE SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

PROJECT NUMBER- 1134-95-518
eneral |
Sampled by: ___ Sopp, CA eryrt” Weather: (fc;ﬁm/ ; &hirm
Sampling event:__75 sty Gnrérnmen) Number of samples/ _ /
Date sampled: f-F2-o2 Total hours: Total miles:__~

Breif Sketch of Sample Locations

o

Sample data:

o e e e Y e ARy
S I A

12/12



APPENDIX B

TURBIDITY DATA COLLECTED DURING SUBTIDAL SAMPLING



" TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

DATE: Moxch 7R,00

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) (%) 2 3 4 OTHER:

3.8 - @-‘U’h ed Np adi- 5.0 !
B ADJ-2 lo lo 7. o i |
ADJ3 | (660 9,8 |0 TSe )

ﬂ . BG-1 l(ﬁD 8.! DL ~ Z,O‘ . (;0
E BG-2 |53 55 (%) n
BG-3 43 s Dud = 35/ =3 —n
_ [:86-4 e o\ B o _ﬂ

WEATHER conpmions: _(atim . (loudu (Wanrv | Yo

SITE ACTIVITY: _ Cor cxxX ey i do
_ = 4 M&L%&&M_

:A TVEATIAMS S riS 2ound AV
LA IXUTUIN D DRIV LV _

MEASURED Bﬂ%ﬂg\m SIGNATUMV

REVIEWED BY:




- D T R G & e

- R N - - ..

TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

DATE: Mna 78 Al

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) 1 3 4 OTHER:____

ADJ-1 idyy S (35
ADJ-2 \ASL -~ - (o)
ADJ-3 1S6Z BE |Dupicaren ds Aoy (:QF
BG-1 42y a9 . (30)
| BG-2 Lz 6.5 )
|  BG-3 \Nos o/ g _ (s.c)H
BG4 413 | gs I Lo |

| TOTHE: SOUTH(OUTGOING TIDE) RONCOMING TI

FROM THE NE E iE S SWW NW

WEATHER CONDITIONS: Gl oudy cecL

SITE ACTIVITY: w_ﬁ__@k

\¥'g C\ . i) X “ LN

48 VD \b_J
MEASURED BWIGNATURE@MM
REVIEWED BY:_ AL |




TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
- SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
DATE:

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) 1 2T 4 OTHER:

\L4% @ q

Y3 Bl

1108 (0

{35 49

W2 | 6B |
615 6.8 B
eoe | Bl |

TO THE:GGOUTH(OUTGOING TiD NORTH(INCOMING TIDE)

FROMTHE: N@ER E SE S SW W NW J

WEATHER CONDITIONS: M&.LM‘JLM_L_—

SITE ACTIVITY _.lZ.Q‘Q‘-‘J"Q‘VL Mwi@

SAMVE  Younn 0

MEASURED BY(\Dﬂdﬁmm:lzm_ SIGNATURE:D
REVIEWED BY: ,¢C '
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\

" TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

DATE: Mawcn 74 Ol

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) ()2 3 4 OTHER:____

d.0. .
ADJ-2 B2 G ﬂ

ADJ-3 OBt 2| &6 | = Dudicakd as Ady-M
.BG-1 bady 3.6 O 120 _

BG-2 ogsz | 1.8 | |
BG-3 oA o Sq Owt v %
BG4 | ofcz | o _

TO THE: ING TID NORTH(INCOMING TIDE)

FROMTHE: (R)NE E SE S SW W NW
matd

- WEATHER CONDITIONS: () oudy, ymaael 1o (1Cosd -

. SITE ACTIVITY: Yeoouzpuce <Slagrep Deiotns (< o LAST

7_pEs — SSde A, St e Lerg Zasdall}  TZoml
7 1
<HATZoN. Raw — T pstl LIS, LA VES

SAMA = B /T & [B)
/- A

MEASURED BY:_{{Y))

REVIEWED BY:__ /"




TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

DATE: MAZ(d 70,00,

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) 1 &3 4 OTHER:

ADJ1 | loyy 15 [Dupucexeo as Aor-l
ADJ-2 tOSY U.a ‘

ADJ-3 loca | BF

BG-1 D% 57+

BG-2 o1 1.5

BG-3 1tz 1.5

BG4 (o .

| TO THE: SOUTH(OUTGOING TIDE) (NORTHINCOMING TIDE)

FROMTHE: (Y NE E SE S SW W NW

WEATHER CONDITIONS: (L (OuD | Coot

SITE ACTIVITY: _KELBUC. RUUDING (Zade BRIDOE
" Nb Susneat Acnva ©

, ~
Bl lnnd E | Btntad )

MEASURED BWM SIGNATUREQ%Q&_QM‘%/

REVIEWED BY: ,A




FROM : S&ME AQUARIUM : PHONE NO. : 1 883 7223813 Rpr. B4 1996 B8:85AM P8

TURBIDITY. MONITORING DATA SHEET -
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA =

DATE: Oputs 2 9le

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) 1 23 4 OTHER: e Round F

BG-2 4otk Q.z | E
BG-3 14 2 1.5 Budn 35 |
BG4 417 __"} B J——
: N TO THE: SOUTH(OUTGOING TIDE) e
5 FROMTHE: N NE E SE/S SWW NW

'WEATHER CONDITIONS: St ey o LOuedid

SITEACTVITY: 1108 Ous™ -~ Vecy Llows

“~

MEASURED BY:W snemxm&ggv&—‘*

REVIEWED BY:




! SEME AQUARIUM PHONE NO. : 1 883 7223819 Apr. @5 1996 B9:@5AM P?

TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET -
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
DATE: A :

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE) 1(2)3 4 OTHER:

.9 10wt 2 o' quolieakdea Mz-%

ea  Owazd

287 |Dxdzas! DESSC

—

EETIONS To THE: SOUTH(OUTGOING TIDE) CRGRTHINCOMING TIDE) B

_ FROMTHE: N NE E SESSW W NW
pURLH .‘.0-_‘. » 2 e .

|

'WEATHER CONDITIONS: M ey

se actviry: _NO O\t R 1 Dot v

=t et {qjh) %m%ﬁm &moh-w,
)
S e —
et
/ -~
MEASURED BY:

REVIEWED BY: T
£




FROM

§
- ETYIOn '.’--‘.,'

: S&ME ARUARIUM PHONE NO. : 1 883 7223819 Apr. BS 1936 B3:85AM PS

- TURBIDITY MONITORING DATA SHEET
SOUTH CAROLINA AQUARIUM
CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA
DATE: for:l 4 2b

MONITORING EVENT (CIRCLE ONE)/1) 2 3 4 OTHER:

WEATHER conmnons:w

SITE ACT!V!TY-‘EMS— %«ag Lod o= 4te

TION] To THE: H(OUTGOING TIDE» NORTH(INCOMING TIDE) i
ARGt .

FROMTHE: N NE E SE SGWDW NwW

.C.@&.L&e(s&é:___‘éacx_&;_é—ﬂ W
el O .

CsSN -\ [{oudD

MEASURED BYS i molsshord
REVIEWED BY: &




APPENDIX C
SAND CORE REPORTS
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RecyCed Paper

TO: fi\iiik'é SHAKESPEAR

- CcC

MEMORANDUM -

FRoM: o SONNY CHESTNUT
DATE: APRIL1 1996 | | RN )
SUBJECT SAND cones AFTER DRIVING or= CLUSTER c-4

As requrred by the Envnronmental Monltorlng and Response Plan S&ME collected three
sand cores ad]acent to pile cluster C4 after the concrete p|les were dnven -Two of the
sand cores were collected on March 29, 1996 and the thlrd Sand core was collected on
Aprll 1, 1996 o

On March 29th the t” rst sand core was collected two feet south of the centerllne of prle

- U46. The thlckness of thrs sand core was found to be 45. S lnches and it was observed that -
- .‘there !
: collected' on March 29th was collected on the centerllne between 42 and U44 Thls" _
- Iocatlon |S wuthln 3-feet of both U42 and U44 ThIS sand core was found to contaln 46 5 -

s a 4—|nch zone of Ilght mlgratlon of the S|It lnto the Sand ‘The Second sand core -

‘Based on the _observatlons | feel the prle dnvmg at cluster C-4 has not sngnlf cantly '
affected the |ntegr|ty of the sand blanket The mlgratlon of S|lt lnto the sand blanket was

mlmmal rangmg between 2 and 4 inches. ‘The tolerance Specrﬁed in the Envrronmental
Monltorlng and Response Plan (two thlrds of the thlckness of the sand blanket) at these
Iocntlons ranges between 286 and 31.0 lnches S

Dennls Suler

" SME, Inc. 840 Low Counny Boulevard, Mr. Plecsant, South Carolina 29464, (803) 884-0005, Fax (803) 8616149,
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. MEMORANDUM °

MlKE'SHAKESPEAR -

FROM: _SONNY cuesmurﬁ
DATE " MARCH 22 1996

SUBJECT SAND CORES AROUND 1ST BENT OF BRIDGE

| As was requested in Steve Moore s March 15 1996 Ietter S&ME collected sand cores |n

the immediate area of the first elght prpe piles driven (first bent) to deterrmne the effect of

thlS addltronal constructlon The fi rst sand core was colIected on March 18 1996 rn o

between the proposed prpe prles (wrthrn three feet of the proposed plpe plle Iocatlons)
Upon collectlng thrs core it was detenmned that the sand thickness in thls area was 79 5
inches. The sand appeared to be clean the entrre column depth and there was a dlstrnct
Irne between the sand and the underlymg snlts ' o

_ want vrsually mspect them.

. cc. - Dennis Suler -




. TO: - MIKE SHAKESPEAR

- this location was 49 5 mches with an approxrmate 2—|nch zone of llght mlgratlon ‘of the silts =%

_ collected on Aprll 3rd or Apnl 4th (schedule permrttmg)

_-ME'MO'RANDUM -

Fnom- ~ SONNY CHESTNUT
DATE -' APRIL 1, 1995

_ SUBJECT SAND CORES AROUND 2ND BENT OF BRIDGE

_ As was requested in Steve Moore s March 15 1996 Ietter S&ME collected sand cores in '_ . :

the immediate area of the second cluster of plpe piles driven (second bent) to document
conditions before driving concrete prles at cluster C-2f3 The first sand core was collected

on this date 3-feet |mmed|ately west of the southemmost pipe pile in thls cluster ThIS

sand core was found to contain 43 5 rnches of sand and an approx1mate 2-|nch zone of _
light silt migration into the sand To verlfy that the. sand blanket .met the specrﬁed ) _
thickness, one additional sand core was collected on the northern end of thrs bent Thrs o
sand core was collected 3-feet east of the northemmost plpe prle The sand thlckness at _37.-:.-‘-_'.;

lnto the sand

Upon completron of the prle drrvnng actlvmes at cIuster C-2/3 we wrll collect three sand

YRR
DAL w-“'t-‘\ -‘ ‘ g TR,

cc: Dennls Suler o
“ EllisDon" : -
- CarlWang’
Twiggs Randal

S&ME. Inc. 840 Low Counrry Boulevond Mr P

. \., &



TO:  MIKE SHAKESPEAR
FROM: - SONNYCHESTNUT/{;/
DATE: -~ APRIL 5, 1996

"MEltll—(—_)'R.ANDUM |

SUBJECT SAND CORES AFTER DRlVING OF CLUSTER C-2\3

As requlred by the Envnronmental Monltorlng and Response Plan S&ME collected three , )
sand cores adjacent to pile cluster C-2\3 after the ooncrete plles were drlven These sand
cores were collected on April 4, 1996 ' '

The fi rst sand core was collected two feet north of the oenterllne of pile U51. The thlckness :
of th|s sand core was found to be 51.0 |nches and lt was observed that there was a 2- :nch -

'~ zone of llght mlgratlon of the silt |nto the sand The second sand core was collected two K .
feet south of U53 Thls sand core was found to oontaln 46. 0 lnches of sand and _had.__an__'_-;::j..;.-._-_:'. o
approxnmate 6 inch zone of mrgratron of the snlt |nto the sand. - The thlrd sand oore 'was i )

- collected in the center of the area between u47, U48 U49 and us0 (wuthnn three feet of _
all of these plles) This sand core was found to contaln 50 5 mches of sand wrth and' T
approxlmate 5-|nch zone of lnght mrgratron of snlt_ lnto the sand ' S :

| Based on these observatlons 1 feel the p|le dnvrng at cluster C-2\3 has not slgmf' cantly_'_‘ . '
_ affected the lntegnty of the sand blanket The mlgratlon of silt into the sand blank A

mlnlmal rangmg between 2 and 6 mches The tolerance specrf ied |n the En\r
Monltorlng and Response Plan (two thlrds of the thlckness of the sand blanket) at these
locatlons ranges between 30 and 34 |nches

cc. Dennis Suler
- Ellis Don

~ Carl Wang :
.- Twiggs Randal -
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APPENDIX D

MW-AQ2 AS-BUILT AND WELL LOG
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APPENDIX E
GROUNDWATER BASELINE DATA



SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
FEBRUARY 20, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

PARAMETER CRITERIA MWAQ-1 MWAQ-2 MWAQ-3 MWAQ-13 - MWAQ-RB
(ug/) RESULT DL |RESULT .DL |RESULT DL |RESULT DL |JRESULT DL
(ug/ (ugh) (ug/) (ug/) { (ug/) (ug/h) (ug/M (ug/) (ug/l) (ug/l
Antimony 6 U 5.8 U 5.6 U 5.8 U 5.6 U 5.6
Arsenic 50 U 50 U 50 U 50 U 50 U 50
Chromium 100 U 100 U 100 U 100 U 100 U 100
Copper 1,300 U 1300 U 1300 u 1300 U 1300 U 1300
Lead 15 U 14.4 U 14.4 U 14.4 U 14.4 U 14.4
Manganese 180 U 180 U 180 8] 180 U 180 U 180
Zinc 5,000 ) 5000 U 5000 U 5000 U 5000 U 5000
PCBs '
PCB 1018 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1221 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1232 0.5 u 0.5 V) 0.5 U 0.5 U .~ 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1242 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1248 0.5 U 0.5 V) 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 J 0.5
PCB 1254 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 ) 0.5
PCB 1280 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
Benzene 5 v 5 25 5 7 5 7 5 U 5
Naphthalene - U 2 870 (D) 11 250 (D) 4 290 (D) 4 U 2
Benzo(a)Anthracene 2 U 2 17 (D) 11 5 (D) 4 U 4 U 2
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2 U 2 U 11 U 4 U 4 U 2
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.2 U 2 u 11 U 4 U 4 U 2
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 2 U 2 u 11 V] 4 u 4 u 2
Chrysene 20 - U 2 U 11 U 4 U 4 U 2
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.2 U 2 U 11 U 4 U 4 U 2
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 2 u 2 U 1 u 4 u 4 U 2
Mineral Spirits NONE U 100 1370 100 1097 100 1057 100 U 100
NOTES: (1) MWAQ-13 is a duplicate of MWAQ-3.
CLP FLAGS -
ORGANICS METALS
B Found In blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit. but above Instrument detection limit,
u Not detected. U Not detected.
BJ Found in blank and below quantitation limit. N Spike sample recovery was outside control limits.
D Sample diluted.




-------------------
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS

1

FEBRUARY 21, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

PARAMETER CRITERIA MWAQ-1 MWAQ-2 MWAQ-3 . MWAQ-12 MWAQ-RB
(ug/) RESULT DL |RESULT DL |RESULT DL |RESULT DL |RESULT DL
(ug/l (ug/M . | (ugh) (ug/m) (ugh) (ug/! (ug) (ug/) (ug/M (ug/
Antimony 6 U 5.6 U 5.6 u 5.6 U 58 U 5.6
Arsenic 50 U 50 U 50 U 50 u 50 U 50
Chromium 100 U 100 u 100 u . 100 U 100 U 100
Copper 1,300 U 1300 U 1300 U 1300 u- 1300 U 1300
Lead 15 V) . 144 u 14.4 U 14.4 U 14.4 U 14.4
Manganese 180 U 180 U 180 U 180 U 180 ] 180
Zinc 5,000 v 5000 u 5000 u 5000 U 5000 U 5000
PCBs _ _ '
PCB 1018 0.5 u 0.5 u 05 U 0.5 u 0.5 u . 0.5
PCB 1221 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5
PCB 1232 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5
PCB 1242 0.5 U - 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
PCB 1248 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5 u 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 !
PCB 1254 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 u 0.5
PCB 1260 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 U . 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5
Benzene 5 U 5 28 5 8 - 5 27 5 U 5
Naphthalene - U 2 460 (D) 11 3400) 11 430 (D) 11 U 2
Benzo(a)Anthracene 2 U 2 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 2
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2 U 2 U 11 U 11 U 1 U 2
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.2 U 2 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 2
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene 2 U 2 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 2
Chrysene 20 U 2 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 2
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.2 U 2 .U 11 U 11 U 11 U 2
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene 2 U 2 ) 11 u 11 U 11 U 2
Mineral Spirits NONE U 100 1200 100 1010 100 1350 100 U 100
NOTES: (1) MWAQ-12 Is a duplicate of MWAQ-2.
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
B Found in blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esitmated value, below quantitation limit.” but above instrument detection limit.
u Not detected. U  Not detected. |
BJ Found In blank and below quantltatlon limit. N Spike sample recovery was outslde control limits.
D Sample diluted.




SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
FEBRUARY 26, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

CRITERIA

PARAMETER MWAQ-1 MWAQ-2 MWAQ-3 MWAQ-11 MWAQ-RB
(ug) RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT oL RESULT oL
{ugh) (ugh) (ugM) (ugh) (ug) (ugh) (ugM) (ugh) (ug) (ug) ,
Antimory 6 v 44 u 44 U 44 u 44 v 4.4
Arsenic 50 U 44 - U 44 U 44 U 44 U 44
Chromium 100 126 1.1 128 1.1 13.1 1.1 122 11 U 114
Copper 1,300 U 1.1 U 1.1 U 1.1 U 1.1 V) 1.4
Lead 15 U 22 U 22 U 22 U 22 U 22
Manganese 180 96.3 1.1 81.6 1.1 49.1 1.1 97.0 1.1 v 11
Zinc 5,000 145 1.1 35.2 1.1 848 1.1 61.2 11 1.6 1.1
PCBs
PCB 1016 0.5 v 05 U 0.5 U 0.5 U 0.5 u 05
PCB 1221 0.5 U 05 U 0S U 0.5 u 05 U 0.5
PCB 1232 05 u 05 U 05 U 05 v 05 U 05
PCB 1242 05 u 0.5 v 0.5 u 05 u 05 U 05
PCB 1248 05 v 05 u 0.5 U 05 u 05 U 05
PCB 1254 05 u 0.5 u 05 u 0.5 u 0.5 u 05
PCB 1260 05 v 05 u 05 u 0.5 U 0.5 U 05
Benzene ] u 5 22 S 6 5 U 5 U 5
Naphthalene NONE u 2 480 (D) 10 160 (D) 4 v 2 v 2
Acenaphthylene NONE U 2 U 10 U 4 U 2 U 2
Acenaphthene NONE V) 2 140 (D) 10 45 (D) 4 U 2 U 2
Fluorene NONE U 2 80 (D) 10 24 (D) 4 U 2 V) 2
Phenanthrene NONE V) 2 170 (D) 10 41 (D) 4 U 2 U 2
Anthracene NONE U 2 17 (D) 10 5(D) 4 U 2 v 2
Fluoranthene NONE Y] 2 61 (D) 10 13 (D) 4 U 2 U 2
Pyrene NONE v 2 41 (D) 10 9(D) 4 u 2 v 2
Benzo(a)Anthracene 2 v 2 11(D) 10 v 4 u 2 U 2
Chrysene NONE u 2 U 10 U 4 u 2 U 2
Benzo(b)Fluoranthene 2 V) 2 U 10 U 4 U 2 u 2 i
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene NONE U 2 u 10 u 4 u 2 u 2
Benzo(a)Pyrene 0.2 v 2 Y 10 u 4 v 2 U 2
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene ! NONE U 2 u 10 U 4 u 2 u 2
Dibenz(a,h)Anthracene 0.2 v 2 v 10 v 4 u 2 U 2
Benzo(g,h,l)perylene NONE U’ 2 U 10 U 4 U 2 U 2
Mineral Spirits NONE U 100 1060 100 660 100 - U 100 U 100
NOTES: (1) MWAQ-11 is a duplicate of MWAQ-1.
CLP FLAGS
ORGANICS METALS
B Found In blank B Below contract required detection limit
J Esltmated value, below quantltation limit. but above Instrument detection limit.
U Not detected. . U Not detected.
BJ Found In blank and below quantitation limit. N Splke sample recovery was outside control limits.

D Sample diluted.
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SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
FEBRUARY 27, 1998 SAMPLING EVENT

NOTES: (1) MWAQ-4 s a duplicate of MWAQ-3,

ofPcewm

CLP FLAGS

ORGANICS

"Found I blank
Esitmated value, below quantitation imit.

Not delected.

Found In btank and below quantitation limR.

Sample diluted,

PARAMETER CRITERIA MWAQ~ : MWAQ 2 MWAQ-3 - MWAQ-4 MWAQ-RB

{ugm RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL
{ug) (ugh) {ugm {ug/) {ug) {ugh) ( { U u

Chioromslhane . NONE U & U 6 Sj‘ gﬂ usm Egm (ﬁm { gm
Vinyl Chiloride NONE v [ U 5 u 6 ) 6 u 5
Bromomethane NONE U 5 u 6 u 5 1] 5 v 5
Chloroethane NONE u 8 U 5 u 5 v 5 u s
Acetone NONE 270 (D) 10 U 6 u 6 u 5 u 6
4 1-Dlohloroethane NONE U 5 (VI 5 U 6 Y} 5 u L)
Methyfene Chloride NONE U 6 U 5 u 5 U 5 u 5
Carbon Disulflde NONE U 5 U 5 V) 5 U L] U 6
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene NONE U 8 v 6 U 5 U 5 v 5
1,1-Dichloroethans NONE U 6 U 5 v 5 u 5 u "B
2-Bufanone NONE u 8 U 5 v 5 U 6 u 5
¢ls-1,2-Diohlorcethene NONE u 6 u 5 v 5 v 5 u 5
Chlovoform NONE u 8 0(J) - B - v 5 U 5 U 5
1.2-Dichlorosthane NONE ) ) V) 5 U s ) 6 U s
1,1,1-Trichloroethene NONE U 5 U 5 U 5 U 5 U 8
Carbon Tetrachlonids NONE u 6 U 5 u 5 v 5 u 6
Benzene 5 ) ] 2 5 6 5 ] 5 ) 5
1,2-Dichloropropane NONE u ] U 5 u 5 u 5 v 6
. Tdchloroethene NONE v 6 U 5 u 5 u 5 }) - B
Bromodichioromethane . NONE U 6 U 5 u 5 U 5 U 5
cls-1,3-Diohloropropene NONE u 8 v 5 U ] U 5 u 5
4-Methyl-2-Pentancne NONE u 6 ) 5 U 5 U 5 u 5
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NONE u 5 U 5 v 5 v ] u 5
1,1.2-Trichloroethane NONE u 5 V] 5 ) 5 U 5 U 5
Toluene NONE U 6 2 5 IV ‘5 3(J) 5 U 6
2-Hexanone NONE u 5 U 5 U 5 1] 5 ‘U 5
Ditvomochioromethans NONE U ] U 5 U 5 v 5 U 6
Tetrachloroelhene NONE U 6 u ) u 5 V) ] v 5
Chlorobenzene NONE u § -\ 6 v 5 U 6 u 5
Ethylbenzene NONE, 2 8 7 5 5 ) 5 5 ) 5
m,p-Xylene NONE 2(J) 5 \‘( 14 . 6 8 6 7 5 U 5
Bromofotm NONE v ] (VI § u 5 U 5 u 6
Styrene NONE U § U 6" V) 6 ‘U 5 . V] 5
o-Xylene NONE 4(J) 5 “ 12 5 5 5 -6 5 u 5
1,1,2,2-Telrachloroethans NONE U 6 U 5 v 5 U ] U 6



SUMMARY OF' GROU NDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
"FIRST EEBRUARY 28, 1998 SAMPLING EVENT

PARAMETER CRITERIA MWAQ-1A MWAQ-2A MWAQ-3A _ MWAQ-4A MWAQ-RBA

(ugh) RESULT DL RESBULT DL | RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL

| (ueh _ (uam | (ugh) {ugh) fugh) (upf) [ (uom) (gl | (ugh) _{ugh)

Chloromethans NONE u 10 U 6 V] 6 u § U 6
Vinyl Chicride NONE U 10 U 6 u 5 u 5 u s
Bromomethane NONE U 10 V] 5 u 6 V) 6 u 5
Chioroethane NONE u 10 u 6 u 5 v - u b
Acelone NONE 240 (D) 10 U 6. u 5 v 5 §) 5
1,1-Dichloroethena NONE V] 10 u 6 u 5 u 6 U 8
Methylene Chiortde NONE ] 10 u 5 U 5 u 3 u 5
Carbon Disulfide NONE V) 10 U 6 U 5 U 5 u- 5
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene NONE U 10 V) 6 v 5 U 5 U 5
{,1-Dichloroethane NONE U 10 U 6 U 5 U & U "5
2-Butanone NONE U 10 U 5 U 5 U 6 U 5
cls-1,2-Dichioroethene NONE v 10 v 6 U 8 U 5 U 5
Chloroform NONE U 10 U 5 U 6 U 6 U 5
1,2-Dichlorosthane NONE v 10 V) & ) 5 u 5 u 5
1,1,1-Trichloroelhane NONE ) 10 U 5 U 5 1) 5 U 6
Carbon Telraohloride NONE U 10 v 5 U - § v 5 v 5
Bemzene 6 v 10 22 6 5 ] 22 6 U 6
1,2-Oichioropropane NONE v 10 u 5 u 6 ) 6 U 5
Trichlorosihene NONE u 10 u 5 u 5 u 6 U s
Bromodichloromethane NONE v 10 U 5 U 5 u 5 V] 5
ols-1,3-Dichloropropens NONE v 10 [V .6 u 6 v 3 u 5
4-Mettyl-2-Pentanone NONE u 10 u 6 V] 5 u 5 U 5
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NONE U 10 U ] U 5 u 6 u * B
1,1,2-Trishloroethans NONE U 10 V) 6 U ‘B U 6 U 5
Toluene NONE J] 10 2Q) 6 2(J) 5 2(J) 6 U 5
2-Hexanono NONE u 10 U 6 U 5 V) 5 u 5
Dibromochloremethane NONE U 10 U 5 v 5 u b ] 5
Tetrachkrosthene NONE U 10 V) 5 U 5 U 8 v 5
Chiorobenzene NONE U 10 V) s U 5 v 6 u 6
Ethylbenzene NONE 3V 6 7 & 5 6 7 5 U 6
m,p-Xylene NONE 2¢J) 8 16 5 8 5 14 5 V] 6
8romoform NONE U 10 u 6 u 5 V. 5 U 5
Styrene NONE V] 10 v ] U 5 u 5 U 6
o-Xylene NONE 6 ) 13 6 6 6 12 s u 5
1.1.2,2-Tetrachloroethans NONE u 10 u 5 v 5 u S u 5

N~ LIMNLLY 2 P e 2 A Far~s Y AYLITE

EoIX1

AN - MY

NOTES: (1) MWAQ-4 I8 a duplicale of MWAQ-2.
CLP FLAGS

ORGANICS

Found Tn blank ‘

Eslimated value, below quamtallon limtt.
Not deteoled.

Found In blank end below quantitation limtt.
Sample diluted.
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SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS
SECOND FEBRUARY 28, 1996 SAMPLING EVENT

CRITERIA

PARAMETER MWAQ-1B MWAQ-28 MWAQ-3B _MWAQ-4B MWAQ-RBB
{ug) RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT DL RESULT bL
{ug?) (gt | (ugh) {ug) {ug) {ugh) (ug) (ugh) {ugh) {ugh)
Chkromethane NONE U ] U 5 u 6 u 5 U [
Viny! Chloride NONE u <] U ) U 5 v - 5 v 8
8romomethane - NONE U § , V) 8 u ] 1) 6 v 5
Chloroethane NONE u § - ) 6 u 6 u 5 U 6
Acetone NONE 210 (D) 10 ) ) u 6 290 6 u 5
1,1-Dlchloroethene NONE ) & ) 6 U 5 U 5 U §
Methylene Chloride NONE U 5 U 5 u 5 U 5 U 5
Carbon Disulfide NONE U 6 U 5 v ] U b v 5
trans-1,2-Dichlorosthene NONE u 6 u 5 u 5 U 5 U 5
1,1-Dichioroethane NONE U 8 V] 5 u 5 v ] U 8
2-Butanone NONE U 5 U 5 V) 5 U 3 u )
cls-1,2-Dichloroethene NONE U 5 U 5 U ] (1] ) U . 8
Chioroform NONE V) 5 U 8 u 6 v 6 8 6
1,2-Dichloroathans NONE U .6 U N U 5 u 6 u 5
1,1,{-Trichiorosthane NONE U 5 ) ) u 6 u 6 U 5
Carbon Telrachlorlde NONE u 5 V) S U 6 U 6 1) 5
Benzens ) U ] 22 6 6 5 U 5 U 8
1,2-Dichioropropane NONE v 5 ) 5 ) 1] U 6 v 5
Ttichloroelhene NONE V] 6 U 5 U 5 U 5 u 5
Bromodichloromethane NONE U 5 U 5 U 5 U 5 U 5
cle-1,3-Dichloropropene NONE u 6 u 6 U & u 5 U 6
4-Methyl-2-Pentenone NONE U 5 U 6 U 5 ) 5 U 6
trans-1,3-Dichloropropens NONE U ] V) 6 U 5 U S u 5
1.1,2-Trichloroethans NONE v ) U ) U 6 u 6 V) 5
Toluene NONE v S 29 6 2{J) 5 u ] U 5
2-Hexanone NONE V) 6 U 6 U S U 6 U 6
Dibromochicromethans NONE v 6 V) 5 u 6 V) [ ) S
Tetrachlorosthene NONE ) 5 U 6 U 5 U 6 U 6
Chlorobenzene NONE u 3 U 6 v 5 u 5 V] ]
Ethylbenzens NONE 3 6 7 6 5 5 3\ 6 U 5
m,p-Xylene NONE 2(J) 5 16 6 8 6 2@) 6 u 5
Bromoform NONE ] 6 u 6 v 6 v ] U 5
Styrene NONE U 6 U 6 u 5 }) 6 U 6
o-Xylens NONE 6 () 8 " 13 s 8 6 44 6 u 6
1,4,2,2-Tetrachloroethane NONE u 5 u § u S u b U 6

NOTES: (1) MWAQ-4 Is a dupllcate of MWAQ-1.

ofPcew

CLP FLAGS

ORGANICS

Found In blank

Esftmated valus, below quantitation limil.
Not delecled,

Found In blank and below quantitation limh.

Ssmpla diluted.
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